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PEEPACE. 



The following letter to Her Majesty will show that^no effort 
has been left untried to make this publication unnecessary. 

TO THE QUEEN'S MOST GRACIOUS MAJESTY. 

North Creak, Jan. 24th, 1842. 

May it please Your Majesty, 

On the 20th ultimo, I received a letter written from 
the Secretary of State's office by the desire of Sir Jas. Graham, 
stating that the writer was desired by Sir Jas. Graham to iur 
form me that the petition which I had recently sent to your 
Majesty, requesting that my case might be taken into con- 
deration, had been laid beforQ^our Majesty, and that Sir Jas. 
Graham had received no commands from your Majesty upon 
the occasion. 

Permit me, Most Gracious. Sovereign, in the first rather than 
in the third person, as being liable to less involution of style, 
to explain at greater length the object of that petition ; per- 
haps somewhat unusual as to its contents, but I trust, under 
my circumstances at least, pardonable. 

To stave off the necessity of a publication, which will be 
now headed by this letter, unless forbidden by your Majesty — 
a publication involving the treatment of a public nature which 
I have experienced, as I feel, so unjustly, and so involving my 
character and interests, from your Majesty's late government— r- 
I ventured to address, early in this month, a petition to your 
Majesty, through your Majesty's private secretary, imploring 
your Majesty in some way to interpose in my behalf, so that I 
might not appear, as I have appeared, so long stigmatized and 
degraded in my profession, by those who will appear from their 
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own admissions to have had nothing to allege against nie, and 
on whose honor and indulgence notorious cireumsfances gave 
me such a paramount claim: — 1 mean your Majesty's late 
government. 

Under these events, without imputing blame to any one of { 
your Majesty's present government, or any indisposition on 
your Majesty's part to attend to the complaints of a subject, 
I feel no hesitation in offering the publication, now forced upon 
nie, to the consideration of your Majesty (should your Majesty 
condescend to cast an eye over it when printed), and to the 
consideration of the public at large, to whom the character and 
fortunes of my father and his family, I feel, belong. 

For any thing wherein I have failed in duty, or respect, or 
form, or manner, or even substance of application to your 
Majesty, I offer, as unintended, my hnmble apologies. I am 
not conscious of any such failure; and even those of whose 
conduct I feel that I so justly and strongly complain, I heartily 
forgive, and could cheerfully forget all offence, upon the least 
tender of kindness or regret. 

I should never have presumed to have craved your Majesty's 
personal interference, had I not been in possession of a letter 
from your Majesty's Royal Father, in which his Eoyal High- 
ness expresses for my father a strong attachment, and had I 
not hoped, coupled with other circumstances, that this cir- 
cumstance would have given your Majesty an interest in my 
father's family, who have been so cruelly treated by those from 
whom they had a right to expect better things. 

1 have made a great struggle. I have been, at least hitherto, 
unsuccessful ; but I attribute the failure to any thing rather 
than a deficiency of kindness in your Royal breast. 

For my family's sake, which it appears has been visited with 
every neglect by those who, having injured us, and, as is said 
to be natural, have therefore bated us; for my family, I feel 
deep regret that I should be obliged, in self defence, to drag 
myself and their interests thus before the public ; though I 
cannot, on reference to the correspondence about to be pub- 
lished, blame myself. I am borne down by necessity; and I 



thank the great Sovereign of all sovereigns, and the Supreme 
Ruler of all our destinies, that I have placed the gifts of what 
the world personilies as fortune, so far as mere self is con- 
cerned, at a distance from me, and so that she might take them, 
[ l)ut she could not tear them from me. 

" For who would make hia life a life o( toil, 

For wealth, o'erbalaac'd bjr a thoDBand car^B 7 

Or power, which base compliance must upholiJ 1 

Or honor, laviili'd most on conrtly alavea 1 

Who, for inch perishable gandoa, wouid put , 

A yoke opon bis free unbroken spirit. 

To gall him with the iramruels and tbc rubs 

Of thia world's buaiDPSs? If so, ha might stand clear 

Of judgment, and the tax of idleness. 

In that dread audit when his mortal bours, 

Wbicb now with soft and silent stealth pass by, 

Mast all be connted for! 

And to reonQve according to our power 
The wants and miseries of a brother's stale — 
'TIs meet we joBlle with tbe world, content 
If, by oar Soverijign Master, we be found 
At last not profitless ! " 

I am, most dutifully. 
Your Majesty's subject and Hervant, 

H. Bathuhbt, 
Archdeacon of Norwich. 



The present publication never would have been ushered into 

the world, if it were only for its unavoidable egotism, were it 

\ not rendered absolutely necessary, by circumstances, for self 

I ttefence ; and though necessarily egotistical, it will embrace 

I many traits of immense public interest, and illustrative of 

I public men individually ; and will show especially the conduct 

I of parties towards a man who, when it was convenient to use 

I his name, was the idol and toast of those who treated him and 

I his family, as will be here seen, so carelessly and harshly, in 

the day of their power; and the editor of these documents 

I hopes that he will have handed down in them something which, 

! a lesson, posterity will never forget, hut therein see how 



iittle the effortB of a cliurchnian are valued in tlie cause of 
those who eTidenliy must, iu secret, undervalue churchmen 
who in any way corapromise that position and those paraiiiount 
interesla, which no conciliation can induce those who are ad- 
verse to them to respect, even in personal gratitude due to 
those who would act the part of tlie most liberal Christian, 
and would so far enlarge their hearts as to view, with equal 
respect and without any preferential mark in favor of their 
own church, all who profess and call themselvea Christians. 
Verily indeed this is what Mr. Sheridan once called " reci- 
procity on one side " — a poor encouragement to a liberal and 
an affectionate spirit. 

Tliose, like the Bishop and his son, who have advocated a 
liberal and large policy, have no doubt advocated the same 
with a view only to the honorable and effectual extension of 
the legitimate power and influence of the leading institutiona 
of the country, identified with the fabric of the ecclesiastical 
and civil government thereof. But posterity, when they see 
how concession and liberality have been regarded, not only in 
measures hut in persons, as here illustrated, {jiersans identified 
with measures and principles), will learn a painful truth, that 
principles and persona are, by public men, Joo often viewed as 
instruments, rather than real ends, And if civil and religious 
liberty go backward instead of forward, those who alone "call 
it freedom when themselves are free,"- — free from honorable 
consideration of liberal concession as to public bodies, and free . 
from the tie of gratitude to individuals, — may thank them- 
selves for the issue; and they may thank themselves if posterity 
fearlessly conclude that it is not the extension of Christian 
charity, but the triumph of party by some, and the overthrow 
by sap instead of batter by others, of that church which is 
sought, when they applaud the liberal churchman in the hour 
of their own need, and insult or despise him in the day of 
their power and influence, and not only neglect him, hut do 
not treat him with decent civility. 



INTRODUCTORY LETTER 

TO LORD VISCOUNT MELBOURNE. 



N.B. This letter has received some additions and suitable corrections 

since it was first written. 



Sept. 24th, 1841. 
My Lord, 

Having waited in vain till the last hour of your ex- 
piring ministry, in hopes that the proscription v^ith virhich you, 
in the day of your power, so long and so implacably visited 
me, would be removed, or some satisfactory explanations given, 
which might render further steps unnecessary; and having, 
even since the heaven-directed fall of your ministry, applied to 
you for a personal interview, which you declined, though I 
have sought it in the spirit of peace, and a desire to avoid, if 
possible, further appeal to the public in my own defence; I 
consider now that, you have fairly shut the door of possible 
adjustment against me, and that I have no alternative but to 
give an account to the world of all that has passed between us^ 
ending my statement with this letter, and your refusal to my 
proposal of an interview after you left office. You leave me no 
choice. Be it so : and be the consequences on your head, not 
oh mine. 

Though I have little prospect of repairing my fortunes, and 
those of my family, which you have by your unfeeling perse- 
cution of me so damaged, yet I feel something due to my 
honor and character, which the mere imputations arising from 
the personal neglect and professional affronts of those upon 
whose kindness and indulgence, the world knows, I had the 
strongest claim, are so calculated to injure. I feel it due to 
myself and family, as you " die without a sign," to show to 
the world, by any documents in my power, how little I have 
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deserved the vindictive treatment which I have experieDCed, 
and to leave the world to judge whether any sufficient justifi- 
cation can be found in the mere circumstance, after years of ' 
neglect, and private and respectful remonstrance, of having* 
publicly addressed you even in strong language. 

I feel called upon to show whether such neglect of myaelf, 
and the family of the only Bishop who stood by you in the 
hour of need can be justified ; and I feel called npon to show, 
from admissions made by yourself, how hardly I have been 
treated. 

Alas! my Lord, that I should be reduced to this cruel ne- 
cessity, which one kind encouraging word from you in due 
season, when I was vexed, would have removed ! 

I, perhaps rashly, though first having (as will he seen) tried 
private and strong remonstrance, addressed a strong letter to 
yoti in the "True Sun," after my father's death, concluding, 
from your unkind silence to me at that season, withholding any 
word of recollection or hope, that I had been formally pro- 
scribed ; and especially when I remembered the insolent, das- 
tardly, and unfeeling letter (of which 1 sent you the original) 
of your colleague Sir John Hobhouse — a letter which, with 
other matter concerning him illustrative of his honor audi bra- 
very, will be given to the public with this letter, as a part of 
the supplement to my fatlier's life; and concluding, from a 
communication with a noble Lord then about the Court, after 
my father's death, that you were determined to let me slip by 
(as your favorite expression is) unnoticed. 

To the letter which, as I just now said, 1 perhaps rashly ad- 
dressed to a man who overlooks any thing except an offence 
that hurts his pride, your reply has been a stern and cruel 
proscription, while you professed goodwill towards me, and 
declared that 1 entertained erroneous opinions of you: happy, 
Aa I told you, could they be proved to be erroneous! Your 
practical reply bas been a cancelling of any claim which my 
own artd my father's services had upon your government; and 
you have left me, in the evening of my days, to struggle with 
severe embarrassments, as you well know ; you Lave degraded 
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my profession by your conduct, and left my innocent 
wife and children to euffer the chances of time and fortune, — 
at all events, if they should lose me, — when you might, by 
attentions which would have been honorable and Just in the 
sight of all men, have placed us above such contingencies. 
And you, who have done this, have been twice in your life 
tried for adultery ; and, if not convicted, is there nothing 
which led to these charges that hangs upon your conscience? 
And yet you could not— though from heaven you may bave 
some cause to crave a pardon which you bave denied to me, 
(unless you view these matters with that non-chalance with 
which you seem to view all serious matters)— you could not 
forgive the natural ebullitions of a just indignation and a keen 
sense of dishonorable personal ingratitude, and public mis- 
conduct towards your country, of a man entrusted with the 
protection of her institutions, which I charged you to have 
endangered, as well as also the liberties of the people, which 
charge the voice of the country has since fully confirmed, 
Lwhile generous men, like myself, nevertheless clung with a 
1 desperate fidelity, even to the last, to ihe party professing libe- 
»! principles, in hopes of a yet sincere though late repentance 
llieing discoverable in you. 

■ For generations to come, you have given reason to my father's 
I ■femily and descendants to curse the hour when be left gentle- 
l«nen and men of honor, and identified himself with (excepting 
Kialways Lord Normanby) men who could behave, as you and 
li^Dur colleagues have done, to the family of Dr. Bathurst, late 
p of Norwich, Ireland's champion; — you, the trumpeter 
fof Justice to Ireland ! — to a father and a son also : the son — 
with one exception in the first blaze of your power, when, from 
igs of honorable indignation, he for a moment Hinched 
I imprudently — who clung to the last to the wreck of a party, 
! which you have now completely and for ever broken up! 

You have shown that you could give up Appropriation 
(Clause, Corn Laws, Jamaica Bill, — every thing, rather than 
•your cruel and implacable resentment at one who had truly so 
t long deserved well of you, and who himself never would hurt 



a worm, till urged by cruelty, whicli I can only attribute to 
your evil diaposition towards me, shown in your declaration lo 
my brother in 1837, when you regretted, on account of myself 
and my family, that I should have written the letter then ad- 
dressed to you iir the public prints,— a letter which should 
have put you in remembrance, instead of hardening your heart. 

Permit me now to recapitulate the treatment which I have 
experienced from you. 

In 1836, before my father's death, I wrote to you and laid 
niy claims before you : you admitted them, both on my own 
and on my father's account ; but you said that you at present 
saw no possibility of satisfying them. 

A little time after, I fell into great distress on account of a 
lawsuit, wherein 1 lost all that had been expected from and 
promised as my wife's fortune, with £2000 expenses, and a 
friend of mine wrote to you to say that, if you meant to serve 
me, you had better do it soon. You wrote word back that you 
could hold out no hope (these were your words) of relieving my 
difficulties by promotion in the church;- — though since that 
time, I know thai you have found it convenient to say that you 
meant to have served me, had it not been for the attack in 
1837 which ! made upon you. 

I then wrote a strong letter, stating that if I was to be passed 
by wholly, I should be obliged to make a statement to my 
country in my own defence. You said that such a threat alone 
was enough entirely to set me aside; but independently of that, 
you could see no prospect of being able to recommend me to 
Ilia Majesty for promotion in the church. 

I then asked you if you had any objection to my character. 
You said in reply that you lost not a moment in saying that 
you knew of no objection to my character, 

1 then asked if I might give the correspondence to the 
public. You wrote angrily, and said no. 

I then replied by re-opening my case temperately, and re- 
minding you of your constitutional duty, not to set aside a man 
of character and admitted claims on account of political diffi- 
culties, if, as I understood your meaning, the objection to me 
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should only be the personal will of the Sovereign ; which I 
could never believe to be the case. 

I then applied to Sir John C. Hobhouse, one of Queen Caro- 
line's counsellors, who, as will be seen in the supplement to 
my father's life, had, through Lord Brougham, asked me to 
preach before her late Majesty in St. Paul's, on the dismission 
of the Bill of Pains and Penalties; and I requested him to 
mediate between me and you. I received no reply to my first, 
and a reply to my second letter, which I trust I shall prove, 
and which will prove itself, to be unworthy of a gientleman or 
a man of common honor and spirit; especially when connected 
with certain queer circumstances which will be disclosed. 

On my father's death, you appointed a private clergyman 
over my head, without a word of notice or kindness, and whose 
neglect of certain courtesies in that trying moment did, for a 
time, personally exasperate me against him, — ^though those 
feelings are now past, — I privately got a nobleman about the 
Court to sound you and others as to your intentions respecting 
me ; the answer was, " They speak kindly of you generally, 
but I can get nothing satisfactory." Stung to the quick, I 
then wrote a strong public letter of remonstrance in thie " True 
Sun." You told my brother that, notwithstanding that letter, 
you bore me nothing but goodwill. I tried therefore, for my 
family's sake, to be reconciled to you, though, having disap* 
proved of your public as well as your personal conduct, I 
divided my vote at the general election in 1837, which I know 
gave more offence than my letter. The letter, however, has 
been the plea against me ever since ; and I have been told, by 
three of your personal friends, that you would never forgive 
me for it. I asked several times for an interview, and you 
declined it. For the sake of my family, I would, without abso- 
lute dishonor, have conciliated the disposer of church fortunes. 
But, no ! your appointments and conduct have all shown your 
implacability. 

This is a just sketch, and strictly true, of what has passed 
between us ; and I dare you to deny a tittle of it, or of that 
which I shall show of the conduct of others, your colleagues,. 
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to their everlasting public as well as personal dishonor; though 
1 am not ashamed to say that, at the times when you seemed 
most implacable, I have told you in return, as will be Been, 
some disagreeable truths. Thus it is that jou have lost me, i 
and others far more worth retaining, and broken up entirely 
the Whig party, of which circumstances made you the unworthy 
head for a time, and the reckless destroyer for ever. 

As an additional proof, beyond the general treatment which 
I have received from you and your government, 1 beg you to 
remember that you excused yourself from, complying with the 
wishes of my father, in appointing me to the Irish bench, be- 
cause, you said, that no one who was not born and bred in 
Ireland ought to bold a situation in the Irish church. And yet 
you made an obscure Scotchman a peer, and made him Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland: as the last act of your ministry, after 
its doom was sealed, you made & man Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland who had no connection with Ireland, except the vio- 
lence of his language, when out of office, being equal to Mr. 
O'Connell's, and his insolence in office, as I experienced in an 
official communication, being exactly the inverse of his just 
pretensions to such a situation ; that is, bis insoleuce being 
great, liis pretensions nothing. 

Your partisans, moreover, give out that your government 
was awed by landowners, on account of tlie free- trade-in-corn 
question. But be assured that it was conduct, both a.s to in- 
dividuals and the public, such as that of which I complain, 
which overturned your power! — It was profession unrealized 
by practice, and measures inconsistent with your professed 
principles, and with justice and honor itself ! — It was, as Lord 
Lyttleton told you, a want of integrity! — It was that you con- 
victed yourself of taking the government, under false pretences, 
out of the hands of Sir Robert Peel ! — It was your audacious 
and unblushing abandonment of the Irish appropriation clause! 
— It was that your assuming, ill-informed, and self-opinionated 
colleague. Lord John Russell, in the teeth of general feeling, 
and understanding as superior to his own as comparison can 
imagine, not only dared to uphold the severest clauses of the 
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Poor Law, but attempted, though ignoniiniously foiled, to in- 
troduce aggravations thereof !— It was because his pride and 
yours taught you to despise the people you would, when con- 
venience suited, coax ! — It was because you would make nse of 
the people when you had no Court favor witli you, and because 
you turned your back upon them when you thought yourself 
secure in the favor of the Sovereign, and gave ihem the severest 
measures of punishment, when they would reduce literally to 
practice the lessons which they had imbibed from your satel- 
lites! — It was because you confounded political offences with 
common felonies in the treatment of offenders! — It was bfecause 
Whigs, who abused Olivers and Castles, established formally an 
army of spies and informers, in the shape of a rural police, 
instead of revising the old constabulary force! — It was because 
your satellites spread discord between the clergy and their 
parishioners, by fermenting church-rate oppositions and unjust 
assessments of the tithe rent-charge, and you took no steps to 
mediate or adjust! — ^It was because you looked on, as it would 
seem, with a malicious smile, or something very like it, while 
your government and their satellites set society together by the 
ears! — It was because you threw every obstacle in the way of 
the petitions of the people, by a new rule established that no 
speech should be made on presenting them ! — It was because, 
instead of free passage to the remonstrances of friends, you 
treated them with negligence and insolence! — It was because, 
as in Jamaica and Canada, you, like an ignorant quack who 
cuts a limb off instead of trying to save, adopted harsh and 
extreme, instead of mild and assuaging, remedies; because in 
ail your practice you violated grossly your theories of liberty ! 
— It was because of all this, that the people, like myself, 
prefer Tories who may be arbitrary in theory, to Whigs who 
are tyrants in practice !— And it is because of the unrepenting, 
and unfeeling, and audacious manner in which your ministry 
expires, without one symptom of sorrow for your conduct, 

I that 1, in the name of the people of England, denounce you, 
and renounce you, and those who are like you or favorable lo 
you, for ever ! — And, lastly, it is because, like as a pirate just 
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when lie finds himself overpowered and is afraid of just ese- j 
cution for his offences, Ihen applies a torch to the powder j 
magazine, that he may blow up friend and fuc together; eo 
you, after having denounced most strongly the agitation of tlie 
corn-law question, did, just as your ministry was expiring, 
raise this dangerous question, as it were on purpose to make 
it difficult for your opponents to succeed to your office and 
govern the country! — It was hecausc you evidently did this, 
not for the public good but for a particular purpose! — It was 
because you are universally distrusted, even by those like my- 
self who advocate the repeal of the present corn-laws, but who 
think it better to deal with those who are sincere in doing a 
little, rather than with those who profess much and mean 
nothing! — It is because you cringed to the strong, such as 
O'Connell, and bullied the weak like me! — It was because yoa 
treated all creeds alike, as if a special faith were altogether a 
folly ! 

It was for these reasons that the public have rejected you 
with contempt and indignation, and that those like myself, 
who, from a peculiar combination of delicate circumstances, 
were unwilling till the last to separate from a party calling 
themselves liberal, now leave them and abjure them for ever ; 
not because they are liberal, but because their conduct has 
been illiberal, and tyrannical, and false, and insincere; and 
because, while we adhere to our principles, we see that those 
who call themselves Whigs of your order, are the last men 
likely to reduce those principles to beneficial practice. 

You may say that, when I accuse you of a vindictive feeling 
towards me, I am not justified, becanae you have declared the 
contrary, and that you bear me no anger or animosity ! Why 
then act as you have acted ? Why refuse me so often a friendly 
interview? I appeal from yourself to yourself. God knows, 
that though, while unredressed, I will never leave off seeking 
redress; yet that, even now, though your injuries seem irre- 
parable, I could, on your repentance and desire of conciliation, 
forgive you from my heart. If I write or speak harshly, the 
fault is not mine, but that of those who insult and injure me, 
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and compel me to speak out ; and I am yet your injured but 
still reconcileable remonstrant. I have no malice about me 
beyond the natural feelings of a man who is wronged. My 
life has been spent in trying to do good to others ; to uphold 
the weak, assist the distressed, and to rebuke the oppressor. 

With these sentiments, I remain, &c. 

H. Bathurst. 

P.S. — Lest the public should fancy that my pretensions are 
wholly groundless, I underneath insert the testimony, though 
exaggerated in praise, of the late Dr. Parr, the first scholar of 
his age ; and which testimony (whatever may be thought on 
the subject of the late Queen Caroline) is at least some proof 
that I am not such an object of contempt and neglect as the 
ungenerous Whigs have tried to make me. 

Hatton, Nov. 11, 1820. 
Reverend, learned, and deeply respected 
Mr. Archdeacon Bathurst, 

I read your manly and interesting letter* with exquisite 
delight, for it was worthy of your sagacity, your fortitude, and 
your integrity. I employed my scribe in forwarding it to Lady 
Ann Hamilton. I desired her Ladyship to lay it before the 
Queen, and to explain who and what you are, as an eccle- 
siastical dignitary, as a man of letters, as a man of reflection, 
as a man of cpurage, and as the eldest son of a prelate who 
towers far above his fellows in purity of principle, indepen- 
dence of spirit, and holiness of life; I am commissioned by 
her Majesty to convey her approbation and her thanks; and 
you, dear Sir, will set a just value upon them. I should have 
written to you before, but I have been for nearly three months, 
and for three months to come I shall continue to be, very busy 
in preparing a catalogue of my copious and useful library. O, 
Mr. Archdeacon, how happy should I be to welcome you at 

* Of the letter alladcd to, I have no copy : it, I believe, contained an offer 
to ask my father to propose to the Bishops to mediate in the quarrels between 
the King and Queen. — Ed. 
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my table, and introduce you to my books ! What a glorious 
triumph it is to you, to Mr. Coke, and your father, that public 
opinion, wisely formed and vigorously expressed, has been vic- 
torious over the worst artifices and the vrorst efforts of the 
worst ministers and their worst adherents, and an employer, 
who, in the duration, the extent, the variety, the subtlety, 
and the malignity of his revenge, surpasses every wicked 
man that ever fell within my notice : but he has been baffled, 
lie is disgraced, and probably he is dismayed. Archdeacon, 
does not your bosom glow with joy, are not your eyes and 
your heart lifted up to heaven, when you compare the dis- 
position and the conduct of your venerable father, with the 
profligate servility and the brutal inhumanity of his episcopal 
brethren ? — not one of them seems to have formed any clear 
opinion upon the language of our blessed Lord : they have ju3t 
glanced at the case, and picked up a few superficial incoherent 
notions, which they could neither arrange correctly nor express 
perspicuously ; but they stand very unequivocal signs of a dis- 
position KOTTiiXtviiv Toy Xoyoy tou 9toS,* in flattery to the King, 
and for the promotion of their own secular purposes. This is a 
deadly blow to the honor and security of the church- 
Hoc Ithacui velit, et magno 



1 beg my beat compliments to Mrs. Bathurst, and have th£ ' 
honor to be, with great respect, your faithful well-wisher and 
Obedient humble servant, 

S. Pabr. 



• S Epist. Corinth, c. U. v. 17. 
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CHAPTER I. 

THE MARQUIS OF LANSDOWNE. 

No. 1. (Not in Place.) 

London, April 2nd, 1823. 
Sir, 

I must request you to accept my sincere thanks for 
your obliging letter and accompanying sermon, which I should 
have conveyed to you sooner after I had received them, had I 
not by some accident mislaid for a time the favor which con- 
tained your address. 

I have since read the visitation sermon with great satisfaction; 
it is gratifying, as you observe, to witness the progress which 
liberal sentiments on these subjects have made in the course of 
the last few years. 

I have the honor to be, 

With great regard, 
Your most obedient servant, 

Lansdowne. 



No. 2. (Not in Place.) 

London, February 26th, 1826. 



Sir, 



I am much obliged to you for youi^ letter and en- 
closure respecting the .Catholic question. Your statement of 
the disposition of the clergy is, under all circumstances, as satis- 
factory as could be expected ; and I am not surprised to find 
you again on such an occasion at your post. 
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I propose writing myself, the first moment that I can speak 
with certainty as to the day on which the Catholic question will 
be debated in the Lords, to your excellent father, in order that 
he may be spared any unnecessary trouble. 

I remain, with sincere regard, 

Your faithful servant, 

Lansdownb. 



No. 3. (In Place.) 

London, December 1st, 1827. 
Sir, 

In reply to your letter of the 27th, allow me to assure 
you, as I did when more remote from power than I am at 
present, that it would, from respect to your father and regard 
to your family, be very agreeable to me to serve you in any way 
in which I found I could with propriety interfere. 

The nominations to the Irish bench do not lay with the Sec- 
retary of State for the Home Department, though it is probable 
that I may in that capacity be consulted by the Lord Lieutenant 
as to the persons he may suggest for promotion. Upon so im- 
portant an exercise of discretion, I could not of course fetter 
myself, but shall be happy, whenever your name is brought in 
question, to say every thing in your favor, that I could with 
respect to a person with whom I have not the pleasure of a 
personal acquaintance. 

I have the honor to be, 

Your faithful humble servant, 

Lansdowne. 

The reader will observe how flattering the letter of the 
Marquis out of office is — how cold and cautious when in office. 
The Bishop said, when the last letter was shown to him, **Lord 
Lansdowne*s letter is sufficiently cold," — no respect here, 
mark! 
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EARL GREY. 

In 1834, after Lord Grey had left ofl&ce, Archdeacon Bathurst 
wrote to express what he felt upon his conduct when in ofl&ce, 
and upon the coldness which Lord Grey showed towards him 
compared with expressions which his Lordship had used in a 
former letter, in reply to a letter which the Archdeacon had 
written to Lord Grey, in January 1828 ; wherein the Arch- 
deacon told his Lordship, that '* coming events cast their 
shadows before,*' so as to make it plain that he must soon 
be in power, and succeed before long to an administration who 
had served his father so indifferently as the Canning adminis- 
tration had served him. The Archdeacon sent Lord Grey's 
answer of the year 1828 to him, that his Lordship might 
compare it with his more recent behaviour. That answer was 
as follows: — (it was inclosed to Lord Grey, and very honorably 
returned by his Lordship with his reply.) 

C Before in Office. J 

Howick, January 8th, 1828. 
Sir, 

I have had the pleasure of receiving your letter, which 
is much too flattering in the opinion it so kindly expresses of 
me. 

There is hardly any thing within the circle of political 
events more improbable — I believe I might say impossible — 
than my ever having any influence in the councils of the go- 
vernment. When I might still have had such a prospect, I can 
with truth assure you, that I looked forward to nothing with 
more satisfaction than the power of at once testifying my esteem 
and veneration for the character of the Bishop of Norwich, 
and obtaining, both for the church and the country, all the 
advantage which must have been derived from the soundness 
of his principles and the benevolence of his disposition, in a 
situation of greater authority and higher distinction. I am 
persuaded that the same feelings cannot have been weakened 

B 
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either in Lord Albemarle or Mr. Coke, and that their inability 
to give tliem effect, is one of the misfortunes attending the | 
composition and character of the present administration. 

I feel much gratiiied by the kindness you express for my 1 
brother. 

Pray offer my kindest and most respectful remembrances to 
your excellent father, and believe me, with great reyard and J 
esteem. 

Your faithful servant, 

Gbet. 

Lord Grey having received the Archdeacon's remonstrance I 
with his ovfu tetter (just given) of 1S28 enclosed, returned the 
following answer; showing clearly that he had, at least, nothing 
on his mind which could account for or justify the coldness and 
nnkindness with which he had treated the Archdeacon ; acting J 
towards the son as though the son was unworthy of the father. I 

(After being Minister.) 

Lord Grey's reply to Archdewcon Batiinrst's remonstrance 
as to his behaviour, attended by the enclosure of Lord Grey's 
former letter dated 1828. 

How ick, October 18th, 1834. 
Reverend Sir, 

i have received your letter of the 14th instant, with 
the accompanying enclosures, which I return in another cover. 
I am not conscious of any alteration in the sentiments expressed 
by me in my letter to you of the 8th of January, 1828 ; and I 
should be much surprised, if, on a reference to him, your ex- 
cellent father should impute to me any want of the attention 
and respect which I have always felt to be so justly his due. 

I found no part of my duty as a minister more distressing 
than that of choosing between different candidates for prefer- 
ment. Those whose claims have unavoidably been set aside 
have generally thought themselves injured, and 1 regret that 
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you should be round in this number, thougli 1 canuot adm 
thG justice of your complaint. 

I remain. Reverend Sir, 

Your obedient servant. 

Grey. 



Let any one compare Lord Grey's two letters, and see what it 
is to be out of, and what in, ofiicc. The passages in italics are 
sufficient to prove both insincerity and inconsistency. When 
the Tories were in power twenty-eight years ago, he could write 
to the Archdeacon, " my dear sir," and in the kindest terms ; 
and when he had left office, and afier the Archdeacon's letter 
in the "True Sun," June 1837, addressed to Lord Melbourne, 
Lord Grey could again write, " dear sir, yours very faithfully ; " 
and yet, when the Archdeacon went to Court during Lord 
Grey's administration, while the Duke of Sussex came from 
behind the King to speak to and shake hands with him. Lord 
Grey let him pass close by without acknowledging him, though 
the Archdeacon bad often visited at Lord Grey's father's house; 
had met Lord Grey there; and though Lord Grey's late most 
excellent mother had iipplied to the Archdeacon to get the late 
Bishop to help her son Edward, late Bishop of Hereford, to a 
second living, when Lord Grey was not in power — a request 
' which the Archdeacon can truly say was constantly ui^ed upon 
I Ills father, though his father never found an opportunity of 
tnplying therewith, — a subject of his frequent and deep 
regret. Lord Grey certainly did what was just by General 
Batburst; but when the Bishop, declining the archbishopric of 
Dublin, recommended the Archdeacon to bis notice. Lord Grey 
pointedly and wholly neglected him, giving nothing but in- 
I definite promises, when the public will allow there were fair 
■ opportunities of marking his respect for almost the only in- 
dividuals in the church who had really auS'ered by the support 
. of the popular cause. Among these indefinite promises, may 
• be seen those made to the Bishop, as related in one of the 
I Bishop's letters in the Memoir of his Life, where Lord Grey 
promises " to do his utmost ; " also in a letter from Mr. Charles 
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Wood, Lord Grey's private secretary, wliich is nol worth giving 
at length — a letter addressed to Mrs. Bathurst, wlio wrote to 
Lord Grey, seeing liow cruelly ber husband had been treated; 
and in which letter Mr. C. Wood says, that " Lord Grey only 
regrets that an immediate opportunity haa not occurred of 
serving Archdeacon Bathurst." 

Now I appeal to the country, whether afler Lord Grey's ad- 
mission, in his secretary, Mr. Charles Wood's, letter to Mrs. 
Bathurst, my excellent wife, (who, finding ibat the Bishop's 
application in her husband's favor was likely to have no effect, 
wrote to Lord Grey upon finding that I was extremely hurt at ' 
the neglect of me,} wherein Lord Grey desired him to say, 
that he only regretted that an immediate opportunity had not 
occurred of serving Archdeacon Bathurst — I appeal to the 
country, after bis admission that bis sentiments expressed in 
1828 (sentiments, be it remembered, of respect and regard") 
had not experienced any change, — I appeal to the country, 
whether, after the transfer by my father of his claims in the 
church to me, after the disposal of an Irish archbishopric and 
an Irish bishopric together, at the very moment when my 
father applied for me to succeed to an Irish see; — I ask whe- 
ther Lord Grey may not be said to have had the same misfartune 
attend his administration which he complains of in that of Lord 
Goderich ? 

Could any claim on the public honor of Lord Grey be as 
strong as a request of the Bishop of Norwich in the church, if 
possible to be complied with?-^and that it was possible, is 
evident. Was not the neglect of it a cruel and unwarranted 
affront to the son of the man whom be so professed to revere, 
and when he professed a respect and regard for that son 1 

The fact is, Lord Grey referred every thing to private con- 
siderations, except perhaps Dr. Wliately's appointment, over 
which hangs a profound mystery, which perhaps Lord Grey's 
entanglements and correspondence with Lord Anglesea might 
elucidate ; for Lord Brougham, who had the credit of the 
appointment, denies, as will he seen in a letter from him at 
the end of this publication, having had any thing to do with it. 
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Perhaps the Lord Lieutenant and Lord Grey fell out^ and the 
affair became a matter of compromise^ whereby, when each party 
claimed the patronage^ a third party ^ indifferent to both, was 
appointed. 

Lord Grey's character and conduct will be more fully illus- 
trated in correspondence towards the conclusion of this book. 
In the meantime, to the above we may add the following letter 
from the Memoir of the Bishop's Life, in which the interview 
of the Bishop with Lord Grey so clearly shows that Lord Grey 
could offer no personal objection to the Archdeacon Bathurst. 

My dear Henry, 

You will naturally feel anxious to know the result 
of my late interview with Lord Grey ; and here it follows ver- 
batim: — I should tell you, in the first place, that he was so 
desirous to ascertain exactly my own views, and the situation 
oi my family y that, notwithstanding his innumerable avocations, 
he contrived last week to have a quarter of an hour's conver- 
sation with Mr. Coke, knowing, as he told me, his sincere 
friendship for me ; thinking highly also of his sound practical 
understanding. During their short colloquy, Mr. Coke said 
to him, with his accustomed frankness^ "Why did you not 
offer him Worcester? he might perhaps have accepted thatT 
The reply was made with great earnestness and sensibility — 
"Why did the Bishop not ask me? there is nothing in my 
power that I would not do, to gratify him." In consequence 
of this cordial declaration, Mr. Coke advised me to call upon 
him : on Monday I did so, and he was so kind as to receive 
me, though up to his chin in papers. " Ut veni coram," — 
being unwilling either to worry or detain him, — I said, as 
briefly as possible, that I had been informed of his cordial 
expressions of regard for me, and I added that there certainly 
was a time when the see of Worcester would have been a very 
important object to me, on account of my own personal ease 
and comfort, and as affording the means of making a more 
ample provision for my children ; but that it was now too late, 
as I found myself declining rapidly, and should be sorry to have 
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him throw away, in great measure, that patronage, upon which 
he must, of course, have so many claims. I then observed, 
that I had two sons, whom, if he could serve, it would be 
doing me a great favor ; and I took the liberty of suggesting 
to him, that an Irish mitre would be acceptable to yon, and 
that probably there were fewer competitors for preferment in 
that country than in England. He repeated his former decla- 
ration respecting his sincere wish to gratify me to thb utmost 
OF HIS POWER. Matters seem to be at last in a good train : 
it will, however, be advisable, I think, that yon should rest 
quietly upon your oars, and not be impatient if more powerful 
claimants are attended to before you. If you have as much 
pleasure from receiving the information I have given, as I have 
in communicating it, my labour will not be lost, though labour 
it certainly is to write so much under circumstances such as 
mine. Kind love to Fanny, not forgetting Anna. 

Yours, &c. 
Truly and affectionately, 

H. Norwich. 
47, Bryanstone Square, 
Oct. 20, 1831. 

Mem. — ^The interview which the Bishop had with Lord Grey, 
arose from a letter addressed to Lord Grey by Mrs. Bathorst. 
It was unfortunate Lord Grey referred to Mr. Coke, who has 
long proved the bitterest enemy of the Bishop's family, and 
especially of the Archdeacon, under the most specioos pretences 
of regard for the Bishop. The Archdeacon has always been 
too independent of this great aristocrat ; and never was a man 
so deceived in another, as the Bishop in Mr. Coke. 
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CHAPTER II. 



CONDUCT OF LORD MELBOURNE WHEN SECRETARY FOR THE 

HOME DEPARTMENT. 

In two or three letters in the Bishop's ^^ Life/' the Bishop 
alludes to the Oovernment of the Isle of Man, — a situation, 
not a sinecure, but with important official duties, which require 
regular residence; and we will now see the conduct of the 
Whigs, in the person of Lord Melbourne, with regard to this 
matter. 

The following is the simple history of the affair ; and it is 
inserted, though contrary to the wishes of his brother, by the 
editor of that memoir, because the editor feels that he has a 
right to prove that government had done nothing which in 
justice could cancel the claims of the Bishop's eldest son, who 
had stood so long, as a dignitary in the church, almost alone 
by the side of his father, in the same cause in which his father 
was so deeply interested. 

About May, 1832, when Lord Grey's government seemed, as 
it were, on their beam-ends. Lord Melbourne felt that the Whig 
government had been in office some time, and in a marked 
manner neglected the Bishop's family ; the offer of the arch- 
bishopric of Dublin having proved an absolute mockery; and 
Lord Melbourne went about praising the Bishop and extolling 
his claims ; upon which. Lord * * *, to whom he in a par- 
ticular manner spoke on this subject, repeated in kindness the 
expressions of Lord M. to a third person, viz., the late Bishop 
of Sodor and Man, who repeated them to the Bishop of Nor- 
wich, and advised him to test Lord Melbourne's professions, 
by applying for the Government of the Isle of Man for his 
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son, the General, in case it should fall, which, from the very 
great age and infirmities of the then governor, was likely to 
be soon vacant. The Bishop accordingly applied, and received 
the following answer. 

May 1st, 1832. 
My Lord, 

As there is no individual in the country whose 
character, principles, and conduct I regard with more esteem 
and reverence than I do those of your Lordship, there is of 
course no one to whom I should be more anxious to render 
every service in my power, or whose claims upon the present 
government I shall be more ready and even eager to acknow- 
ledge and distinguish. 

This disposition must of course be much increased and added 
to by the state of your Lordship's circumstances, and of your 
family, which I learn with deep and sincere regret. 

The situation that your Lordship mentions, is one upon the 
disposal of which it has always been usual for the Secretary of 
State to consult the Commander of the Forces ; and for this, 
among other reasons, it is impossible for me to give an absolute 
promise until the place is vacant; but should I remain in office 
when the event takes place, your Lordship may rest assured 
that I will give the most favorable consideration in my power 
to your Lordship's application in favor of Sir James Bathurst, 
and I beg leave to subscribe myself. 

My Lord, 
With great respect. 

Your faithful Servant, 

Melbourne. 
To the Lord Bishop of Norwich. 

The publication of this letter and the comments, is without 
the General's consent, and the editor is certain that it is very 
disagreeable to his brother; but the editor is determined, let 
who will be displeased, to show the cruel conduct of Lord 
Melbourne: he will not submit to the treatment he himself 
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has experienced, without showing that he can deprive Lord 
Melbourne of every plea for his conduct towards him, or pre- 
tence that he could offer on the ground of services to any of 
his family. Will it be believed then, in spite of the above 
letter, the Government of the Isle of Man, without one word 
of explanation or symptom of remembrance, was bestowed 
upon Colonel Ready, formerly secretary to the late Duke of 
Richmond ? 

The Bishop, finding that no notice was taken of the General, 
went down himself to Lord Melbourne. Lord Melbourne de- 
nied having made any thing in the shape of a promise, and 
either remembered or affected to remember nothing about the 
matter, and said that the situation was already given to Colonel 
Ready. The Bishop immediately went back to his house, got 
Lord Melbourne's letter, and returned to Lord M. The ser- 
vant tried to hinder the Bishop from seeing his Lordship, and 
said that Lord Melbourne was engaged. The Bishop, though 
eighty-eight years of age, said " he would see him^^ and in he 
went, and put Lord Melbourne's own letter into his hands. 
Hands and eyes were all up! — Shocked! &c. &c. Skimming 
over the letter. Lord M. said, '^ but this is not an absolute 
promise," and that the situation was given away. The Bishop 
said, if there was any mistake, that he was sure the King 
would rectify it. "That," said Lord M., "is impossible; but 
I will try to serve you some other way." How well he kept 
his promise, will be seen in the sequel, in his conduct when 
he became Prime Minister, except that he gave one of the 
General's sons a clerk's office of £90 a year, since given up as 
not worth keeping ; for which the Bishop was so (it must be 
said) almost unreasonably thankful, that he used latterly to 
drink his health every day, coupled with Lord Grey, Lord 
Holland, Lord Albemarle, and Mr. Coke. 

A month after the giving away of the Government of the 
Isle of Man, General Tarleton died ; and Lord Grey, evidently 
shocked at Lord Melbourne's conduct, urged the cabinet to 
do what otherwise would have been an improper thing, con- 
sidering that government were pledged to abolish sinecure 
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places; and instead of an eiBcient situation, as the Ule of 1 
Man was, the General was appointed to the sinecure of the J 
Government of Berwick. 

The Archdeacon had, through a certain channel, made the 
affair of Lord Melbourne's conduct known about the Court, 
and there was a general cry of " shame !" and Tories cried out 
more than any, and said, " It was very well for ns to neglect 
the family of the Bishop of Norwich ; hut it is too bad for the i 
Whigs to behave so, who have had all his services." I 

When the General was at Court, the Duke of Cumberland 
spoke in the kindest and handsomest manner of him, as having 
been formerly on his staff, and said, " A better man and an 
abler officer there cannot be," And when Lord Althorp de- 
fended the appointment of Berwick in the House of Commons, 
he said truly, that the General, for his military services, de- 
served every shilling he had from the public, which no one 
dared to contradict ; so that after all. Lord Grey, though feel- 
ing like a man of honor, could hardly say he did a favor; in 
fact, he did only strict justice, though the Bishop's grateful 
heart overrated the action, and was beyond measure delighted; 
— yes, overrated it as a favor; — for his son might point to 
Egypt — to Abercrombie's tomb; to Portugal, to Corunna, and 
the grave of the gallant Sir John Moore ; to Copenhagen, to 
Friedland, to Spain and Talavera, to Lisbon and Busaco, where 
his name was known and his talents distinguished. It was 
mere justice, tardy justice, and equitable and kind amends by 
Lord Grey for what had passed with Lord Melbourne. 

For the remainder of Lord Melbourne's conduct, see A.i 
1836, chap. iv. of this publication. 
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CHAPTER III. 



CONDUCT OF THE RIGHT HONORABLE SPRING RICB AND 

LORD DUNCANNON. 

In consequence of a letter from his father in 1834, the Bishop's 
eldest son, the Archdeacon, drew up a petition in favor of the 
Irish church appropriation clause, which was much approved ; 
and it was conveyed through Lord Albemarle's hands to Mr. 
Spring Rice, as deputy to Lord Duncannon, then Secretary 
for the Home Department, and absent from England, to be 
presented to the King: after a long period had elapsed, the 
Archdeacon, who had taken great pains to get the signatures 
which were attached to the petition, finding that the petition 
had received no notice from the Secretary of State, wrote the 
following letter to Mr. Spring Rice. 

TO THE RIGHT HONORABLE SPRING RICE, &C. 

Creak, Dec. 7th, 1834. 
Sir, 

The Earl of Albemarle being unable to present the 

address to the King from the Bishop of Norwich and myself, 

and Archdeacon Glover and forty-seven other clergy, (his 

Lordship, the Earl of Albemarle, having been particularly 

engaged in attending the Queen upon her return to England 

the last levee-day before the prorogation of Parliament) that 

address was entrusted to you ; and not having heard from you, 

or that any notice was taken of the only address in favor of 

liberal and conceding measures in church afiairs, and from the 

only Bishop, and the only body of clergy, who ever stood 

forward on a similar occasion, I feel it my duty, my imperious 
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duty, to ask of you, Sir, why a ministry professing liberaW 
principles should have so sliglited tlie generous, and, so fs 
as their conduct towards their supporters was concerned, thtS- 
unmerited eSbrt, auiidst a host of adversaries, to suppoi 
them. 

It is my wiah, with the exception of what may concenifl 
Lord Brougham, that nothing should transpire to the public 
to hurt or to show painfid feelings as to the late government, 
how much soever, from the first commencement of Lord Grey's 
ministry, there was reason for them among his firmest sup- 
porters ; I therefore trust that your answer will he sufficiently 
satisfactory to preclude a public notice of this apparent affront. 
I am, &c. &c. 

Henry Bathurst. 



P.S. — If the address he not presented already, 1 must b( 
that now it will not be presented, as, from an expression 
the beginning, the thing may now be misunderstood ; and the 
words " most recent measures" may be construed into approval 
of the late change, which, of course, was never thought of, and 
could not be meant. 



I 



Sir, 



Hastings, Dec. 9th, 1834. 



If there had been any affront, or still less any 
affront, meant or given to the very respectable body of cler; 
who subscribed the Norwich petition, I should very much re- 
gret such a circumstance ; and still more if this mortification 
were in any respect connected with my own public conduct; 
but such is not the case. 

You are doubtless aware that, as Secretary for the ColonM 
a matter like this does not in the least come within the sco] 
of my peculiar duties ; but Lord Albemarle having entrustc 
me with this most important and interesting petition in thd' 
absence of Lord Suncannon, I only detained it for the purpose 



1 



BISHOP BATHURST. 29 

of being copied for my own satisfaction, and then transmitted 
it in the ordinary course through the Home Department to 
his Majesty. 

I am therefore at a loss to conceive how you can impute to 
me, or to any member of the late government, a disposition to 
slight what you consider *' the generous and unmerited eflfort" 
of the petition to support them. 

If you had favored me with a line of inquiry before you 
expressed so very harsh a judgment, I should hope that some 
personal annoyance would have been spared to you as well as 
to myself. Be assured, Sir, that even had the petition been 
less in accordance with my own views, no document could 
have been treated by me with any feeling but that of unfeigned 
respect, which bore the signature of the Bishop of Norwich. 

I am, Sir, 
Your obedient servant. 

Spring Rice. 



LORD DUNCANNON. 

The Archdeacon then wrote to Lord Duncannon, who re- 
turned the following answer. 

Woburn Abbey, Dec. 10th, 1834. 
Dear Sir, 

I am sure you will believe me, when I assure you 
with what regret I find myself innocently the cause of mis- 
laying an address in which the Bishop of Norwich and yourself 
were interested. I had left London before it arrived, and it 
was sent to Mr. Spring Rice ; in the meantime, his Majesty's 
levees had ceased, and if it was presented, it was only among a 
heap of papers, and could not attract that notice which it so 
justly required. I request you to explain this to the Bishop, 
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as I should very much regret that he should believe that i 

]>etition sent by him and yourself was not properly atteuded tA 

I remain, dear Sir, 

Your much obliged, ^ 

DUNCANNON. 

You would also uiuch oblige lue by relieving Lord Albemarln 
on the subject. 



Some time after the receipt of this, the Archdeacon thought 
it right, with a view to inquire if the address was found, to 
have an interview with Lord Duncannon ; which he attempted 
at the hour of breakfast, thinking most likely he would be 
home ; the Archdeacon sent Lord Duncannon's own frank will 
the Archdeacon's name written thereon by Lord D. himself, 
so that Lord D. might know who it was that wished lo see 
him. His Lordship sent down word that lie was engaged. 
The Archdeacon sent a second time. Lord D. returned for 
answer that he expected three gentlemen immediately on 
business, and therefore could not see him. The Archdeacon 
condescended to ask the servant for a piece of paper, and 
wrote a note. Lord D, then admitted him. The Archdeacon 
expressed his surprise at Lord Duncannon's conduct, and 
asked him if the address to the King was found. Lord 
said no ; when the Archdeacon spoke his mind on the subjei 
Lord Duncannon had not the decency to ask him if he had 
breakfasted : the Archdeacon took no notice of the insult, 
however, but contented himself with agreeing that he should 
write a note to Lord D., which Lord D, should answer, 
expressing that the address was not found ; so that the note 
might be shown when required. And this was the insolent 
way in which Lord Duncannon, the professing cabinet friend of 
justice to Ireland, treated the only dignitary in the church who 
supported this justice, and the son of the Bishop who had 
sacrificed every thing for Ireland, and who had 
many years alone in behalf of justice to Ireland ! 
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The following i& the Arehdeacon's letter, with the answer, as 
agreed at the conference. 

Archdeacon Bathurst's compliments to Lord Dnncannon ; the 
Archdeacon is about to bold his usual courts among the clergy 
at the end of this and the beginning of next month, when the 
disposal of the address, entrusted some months' since to Lord 
Duncannon, when Lord D. was Secretary for the Home De- 
partment, being the address of the Bishop of Norwich, of 
Arehdeacon Bathurst, and of Archdeacon Glover, and forty- 
i^yen other clergy, will become a subject, under existing 
circumstances, of important discussion 

The address, as Lord Duncannon of course will remember, 
was the solitary address from a Bishop and a body of clergy, 
in favor of measures such as are connected with Lord John 
Russell's motion now before the House of Commons. 

Archdeacon Bathurst requests Lord Duncannon will enable 
him to inform the clergy, whether diligent search and inquiry 
have been made after the aforesaid address, (of which Lord 
Duncannon said that he had been ''the innocent cause of 
mislaying,") and whether that search has been successful. 

An answer, either by the servant of the Bishop of Norwich, 
who is the bearer of this, or directed to Archdeacon Bathurst, 
at 12, Hereford Street, or, if sent to-morrow, directed to the 
Bishop of Rochester's, at Bromley, will find the Archdeacon. 

April 3rd, 1835. 

ANSWER. 

Cavendish Square, April 3rd, 1835. 
Dear Sir, 

I am truly sorry that I am under the necessity 
of saying that, after the most diligent search, I am not enabled 
to give you any information respecting the address from the 
clergy of Norwich, which was sent to London in August last; 
I had left London before it arrived ; it was sent to Mr. Spring 
Rice for presentation, and the King not being in London at the 
time, it was unfortunately mislaid. I need hardly assure you 



32 SUPPLEMENT TO THE MEMOIRS OF 

how much I am grieved, that a document that reflects so much 
credit on yourself, and the clergy of the diocese from which it 
emanated, should not have been placed in his Majesty's hands, 
and brought before the public. 

I remain, dear Sir, 

Your much obliged, 

DUNCANNON. 

The Archdeacon has no hesitation in repeating what he inti- 
mated to Lord Duncannon in conversation, viz., that he does 
not believe the petition was lost, but that the Whig ministers 
had not the courage to present it to the King ; or that, from 
some more ungenerous motives, they withheld it, lest their in- 
gratitude towards himself, as the son of the Bishop of Norwich, 
should attract more notice. He does not mean to accuse Lord 
Duncannon of telling an untruth. Lord D. might believe, and 
no doubt did believe, that the petition was lost ; but there 
must have been foul play somewhere. 
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CHAPTER IV. 



The following letter of the late Bishop of Norwich alludes i6 
the vacancy of the see of Killaloe, and his son's claims; and it 
is necessary to reprint it, with a view to illustrate the corres- 
pondence with Lord Melbourne subsequent thereto. 

My dear Henry, 

Of my anxious wish to forward upon all occasions 
your views, it is not necessary for me to make any profession. 
Lord Mulgrave has now an opportunity of offering you the 
vacant see in Ireland,* and should he neglect the opportunity, 
he is inexcusable. With respect to any "communication di- 
rectly or indirectly" with Lord Melbourne, it is, in my opinion, 
quite out of the question : should you be of a different opinion, 
your friend. Lord Albemarle, has my cordial leave to say how 
much I shall be gratified by the appointment. I can write no 
more. Love to your circle. 

Yours, &c. affectionately, 

H. Norwich, 
London, March 31st, 1836. 



LORD MELBOURNE AGAIN WHEN PRIME MINISTER. 

^ It is not to be wondered at that the good Bishop after Lord 
Melbourne's conduct respecting his son, the General, as related 
in the year 1832, (though heartily forgiving him and even 
drinking his health,) was unwilling to open any more direct 

* Lord Mulgrave (now Marquis of Normanby) does not bear blame in any 
part of these unpleasant transactions; his kindness has been sincere though not 
effective — vcrbnm sat. 
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communication with him. The see of Killaloe was, notwilh- i 
standing this letter, which arrived too late, (so eager were go- ' 
vernment to put it out of the Bishop's power to interfere,) 
given to Dr. Sandea; upon which the Archdeacon wrote to 
Lord Melbourne, expressing a hope that he might be assisted in 
England, as be had been passed by in Ireland ; and he may 
now add, passed by in favor of one whom Mr. O'Connell had 
recommended in his letter to Lord Duncannon a year or two 
before — Mr. O'Connell, who ought to have been the first to 
advocate the rightful claims of the Bishop of Norwich. To thia 
application the Archdeacon received the following answer. 

RETURN OF VISCOUNT MELBOURNE TO THE BISHOP AND 
I FOR THEIR i 



Panshanger, April 9th, 1836. 



I beg leave to acknowledge your letter of the 7tb . 
instant, which I received here yesterday evening. 

1 am sure you will at once admit that in the present state of 
public feeling in Ireland, and with so many eminent divines 
born and educated in that part of his Majesty's dominions, it 
would have been highly unwise and improper to have promoted 
an Englishman to the see which has lately fallen vacant. 

There is no man who has upon all occasions been more ready 
and forward to acknowledge the high deserts and strong claims 
of your venerable father than myself; and I should be most 
happy to find myself able to prove my sense of (hose claims, as 
well as oil/our own deserts, by advancing you in your profession ; 
but you must recollect the difficulties of the trust which 1 have 
to perform, and the great number of other well-grounded pre- 
tensions which are nrged upon me; and I think it but fair to i 
state that I do not at present perceive the possibility of my 
being enabled to serve you in the manner which you point out. 
I remain, Sir, 
Your faithful and obedient servant, 

Melbourke. 
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Fine words and queer deeds, these! And yet, in spite of 
Lord Melbourne's declaration of the numerous other well- 
founded claims, Mr. S. Rice (now Lord Mount something) 
went about and said to every one that the Oxford list for prefer- 
ment was so short that government were obliged to manoeuvre. 
Truly so, that the man and the son of the man in the church, 
who had, in the eyes of the whole country, the fairest claim 
upon the patronage of government, is thrown by like an old 
shoe or like a sucked orange. Notwithstanding, however, this 
inconsistent and discouraging reply, the Archdeacon wrote back, 
reminding Lord M. of the paramount claims of his father in 
the church, and expressing a confident hope that he would 
make ample amends in England for his disappointment in 
Ireland; and about four months afterwards, having lost all 
his wife's fortune in a lawsuit in Scotland, with £2,000 ex- 
penses, and being much distressed, applied to Lord Melbourne 
again, to beg him to serve him in the church — at leai^t with a 
deanery, in exchange for his archdeaconry and one of his two 
livings. 

A friend of the Archdeacon's had written first, and, to the 
Archdeacon's astonishment, received a reply that " Lord M. 
could give no hope of relieving his difiiculties by promotion in 
the church." This passage being given from memory, the Arch- 
deacon can only positively declare that this was the substance 
of the answer, and that the words, " no hope by promotion in 
the church" were in the reply.* 

The Archdeacon, hurt at this, wrote his subsequent letter 
rather in a high tone, and made in his own person the request 
above stated. To this Lord Melbourne replied, saying, thai 
the tone in which the Archdeacon wrote, intimating that he 
should be obliged to appeal to the public if he was still neg- 
lected as he had been, was an offence alone sufficient to preclude 

* The condact of Lord Melbourne, in this reply and his subsequent reply to me, 
is wholly unaccountable ; for his first letter, though vague and concise, was kind; 
and his sister. Lady Cowper, had immediately after the receipt of that letter shown 
a very kind attention to a part of my family ; and yet in the hour of my distress, 
when I insisted on aid, how cavalierly Lord Melbourne dealt with me. 

d2 



36 aUPPLEMENT TO TRB MEMOIRS OF 

liiiE from the consideration of government. Antl, added Lord 
Melbourne, "I grieve for your distress; I have a great respect 
for the Bishop of Norwich ; but independently of the above 
conBiderations, I think it fair to stale, that I can see no prospect 
of being able to recommend jou to his Majesty for promotion 
in the church." 

The Archdeacon replied that he did not mean to threaten, 
but merely to state the necessilies of his case. Lord Melbourne 
rejoined that he was satisfied the Archdeacon did not mean any 
expression as a threat; but he did not notice a hint which the 
Archdeacon added, viz. — that he supposed his Majesty must 
be the source of difficulty. To this part Lord M. made no reply, 
nor did he hold out any hope of serving the Archdeacon, 
(though it is now given out among the Whigs that Lord Mel- 
bourne would have served him had he not remonstrated ! and 
it is understood that Lord M. says the same!!) The Arch- | 
deacon then wrote again, and begged Lord M. to state if he 
had any objection to make against his character; to which the 
annexed was the reply. 



August 5th, 1836. 
Sir, 

lu reply to your letter which I have received this 
morning, I lose no time in assuring jou that I know of no 
objection which affects your character. 

Your faithful and obedient servant, 

Melbourne. 
The Venerable Archdeacon Bathnrst. 



The Archdeacon then wrote again, expressing a hope that Le 
would not be forgotten; but after further consideration of a 
day or two, he determined upon playing the suppliant no 
longer, and wrote to request Lord M. to permit the publication 
of the past correspondence : as to which matter, the following 
were the Archdeacon's letter and Lord M.'s reply. 
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North Creak, Fakenham, Norfolk, 

August 9th, 1836. 
My Lord, 

Finding from your Lordship's communications, that, 
while my father's and my own claims upon the government are 
admitted, and while there is no impeachment of my character, 
that I yet virtually, am as much proscribed as ever my father 
was under a Tory administration ; it appears to me, that one 
of the following steps must be taken ; — 1. Either a strong re- 
presentation privately from parliamentary friends ; or, 2. A 
memorial to the King ; or, 3. A representation to the House 
of Commons. Of these courses, I am advised by those to whose 
opinions I pay some deference, to adopt the first; but whatever 
course I adopt, it will be necessary, or at least desirable, that I 
should make use of your Lordship's communications ; and that 
being the case, I entreat your Lordship's permission so to do as 
my views to publicity may require, and am 

Respectfully yours, 

H. Bathurst. 



South Street, August 11th, 1836. 
Sir, 

I can say no less than that I am much surprised at 
the letter which I have this morning received from you. You 
must be aware that I can feel no apprehension of any thing 
which has passed in correspondence between us being made 
public ; but I consider the practice so inconvenient, so un- 
warrantable and unjustifiable, that I cannot give my consent to 
any such disclosure. 

I remain. Sir, 
Your faithful and obedient servant, 

Melbourne. 
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To this letter the following was the rejoinder:- 



August 12th, 1836. 



My Lord, 



this letter to terminate 



beg to acknowledge yours ( 
corresponi' 



by post. 



I regret that you do not give your permission to make public 
our past correspondence, especially as it cannot be considered 
confidential, but it must be considered to be official. I should, 
however, had you given permission, have left the affair still 
open to consideration, as I shall leave it even yet. 

But 1 should be uncaudid if I did not state my present 
impressions; they are these, — do not take them as a threat! 
but as a statement of the necessity of the case ; — ■ 

Under ordinary circumstances, I should deem such an appeal 
as I think of, impertinent and improper; but extraordinary 
circumstances demand uncommon measures. The Bishop of 
Norwich has not been an ordinary man, nor are his claims, nor 
mine as his only son, in the church, of ordinary stamp. 

Unless you can prove my demerits, you cannot justify your 
conduct as Minister of the Crown, in proscribing me or allow- 
ing me to be proscribed, not only from exaltation to the bench, 
but from promotion even to a deanery, by which the object of 
church reform in my case would be forwarded. You not only 
admit distinctly that you know of no objection affecting my 
character, but you profess a high sense not only " of my father's 
claims," but of my "own deserts:" with these admissions, I 
say that no minister of a Whig government ought to remain a 
Minialer of the Crown, and allow the son of the Bishop of 
Norwich in the church to be so unjustly proscribed. No man 
ought to retfun power a moment longer, when he feels com- 
pelled to do an injustice in the exercise of that power; and 
howtan men of any public views, which require concert, rely 
on one another if they are so served ? I fill a considerable 
space ia the eyes, at all events, of a large diocese; and by 
hundreds, who are strangers to me personally, it is asked, why 
is the eon of the Bishop of Norwich, who has been so steady a 
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supporter of kis father's principles, passed by, and in so marked 
a manner, for above six years by a Whig government ? Has he 
not been a friend to the oppressed ? Has he not been a friend 
to the fatherless and the widow ? Has he neglected his duty in 
the general relations of life ? Has he not been Archdeacon for 
twenty-two years among a numerous clergy, and lived on most 
friendly terms with them all ; and rallied a respectable band 
in favor of his own and his father's views in public matters? 
— views declared by the present ministry to be essential to the 
best interests of the country. Might he not have got forward 
under the late Duke of Richmond, in Ireland, in 1809, when 
offered by his Grace the deanery of Killala, had he been pre- 
pared to set his face against his father's views as to Catholic 
Emancipation ? This fact is known to some» and the general 
case to all ; and self'-defence urges me to publish these things. 

You know, my Lord, that unfortunate and unforeseen em^- 
barrassments have come upon me; that my income, though 
ostensibly good, is so reduced as to distress me severely ; and I 
can tell you that I have a wife who does indeed deserve my 
care, and children such as few can boast of; and you know that 
I shall have still more and heavy claims from various quarters 
in the course of nature. These are common apologies, I admit; 
but viewed in combination with my father's services, they are 
severe reproaches on a Whig government who neglects them. 

I appeal to common sense and common honor, as the only 
son in the church of the only bishop who has sacrificed for 
twenty-eight years every prospect in the church by which his 
family might have been enriched and aggrandised — and who 
made this sacrifice for those popular principles which the 
present government professes to be essential to the safety of 
the country and the good of mankind, — and whose only son in 
the church has trodden faithfully in his father's steps. 

I have the honor to be. 

Respectfully yours, 

H. Bathurst. 
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The above letter closed the correspondeDce, till afterwards, 
about three, months before the Bishop's death, the Archdeacon 
drew np a short and respectful petition to his Majesty, express- 
ing a hope that, considering the case of his father's services and 
his own as to the policy of the existing administration, which 
was urged as so essential to religion and government, and his 
father's and his own long standing, &c. in his profession, that 
his Majesty would not allow his enemies, if such there were, 
to stand between him and some advancement in his profession : 
to which Lord Melbourne wrote the following reply : — 

Downing Street, March 22nd, 1837. 
Sir, 

I beg leave to acquaint you that I have received from 
Lord Albemarle your petition to the King, and that I have 
this day submitted it to his Majesty. 

I remain, Sir, 

Your faithful servant, 

Melbourne. 
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CHAPTEK V. 



SIR JOHN HOBHOUSE. 

Having now gone through Lord Melbourne's conduct so far, 
it becomes a duty to inform the public of other steps taken 
with other cabinet ministers to remove the proscription com- 
plained of; and, first, we will begin with Sir John Hobhouse, 
in whom, as an old cabinet councillor of Queen Caroline, and 
one of those who had recommended Mr. Brougham's appli- 
cation to the Archdeacon to preach in St. Paul's, on the 
dismission of the Bill of Pains and Penalties, when her 
Majesty went to church there, he thought he might find a 
friend. The Archdeacon's letter was perfectly kind and re- 
spectful to this important gentleman, but it received no answer. 
The Archdeacon then wrote a second time, intimating his 
surprise that he had received no reply to his first letter ; and 
saying, that when he wrote to the Duke of Wellington and the 
Archbishop of Canterbury, they always answered his letters 
kindly : to this last, the reply here given was received : — 

London, 10th Sep. 1836. 
Sir, 

I have received two letters signed with your name, 
and purporting to come from you. I did not answer the first 
of them, because it seemed to me written under considerable 
excitement ; and because it contained much censure of my 
political friends and associates, I could not reply to it without 
saying something either very insincere or very disagreeable to 
you. As the second letter contains abuse of no one but myself, 
I have no difiiculty whatever in acknowledging the receipt of it 
with as much punctuality, and, I trust, as much civility as you 
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tell me yoti have from your other correspondents, the Duke of 
Wellington and the Archbishop of Canterbury. But, as the 
continuance of this correspondence can he productive of no 
benefit to eitlier parly, I hope you will not be offended by the 
request that it may he here brought to a close. 
And I remain, Sir, 

Your very faitliful and obedient, 

JoflN HOBOOUBE. 

Archdeacon Bathurst. 



Sir, 



September 12th, 1836. 



I have no copy of the two letters which I wrote to 
you, but I must so far reply to you as to say, that I cannot 
allow that I have said any thing, either to you or of you, or of 
any one else in my letters, which you can justly call abuse, or 
compare with the remonstrances which you yourself have 
addressed before to the public, and which some of those who 
support you are in the habit of making. 

You are quite welcome to give my letlers to the public if you 
please, as I presume, at a convenient opportunity, I may give 
yours, if expedient; and I must say, that I think the public 
will sympathize with the treatment which, under the most dis- 
tressing circumstances, 1 have received from those from whom 
other and better things were to have been expected. 

I now again ask you civilly and respectfully, and begging 
your pardon if there was any thing which can be in any way, 
by any one, considered rude or abusive in my letters to you, or 
deserving such an otherwise improper style as your reply, to 
mediate between me and those who appear hostile to or neg- 
lectful of me in the government, with whom, of course, if 1 can 
only maintain a respect which is fairly due to me, I cannot be 
desirous to come to an open breach. 

You will allow me to add that, as it would be not only highly 
improper but cowardly in me to say any thing rude or ungentle- 
manly, so it must bo also in you if you have done the same ; 
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and I leave any one who reads your letters to judge accordingly, 
unless I have given you uncommon provocation, of which I am 
unconscious. 

I can assure you I neither fear you or any one else, as to any 
thing disagreeable which you may say. I trust my character 
will stand with the public as well as yours, and that I am in no 
substantial respect your inferior: and this I say without mean- 
ing the least offence to you. 

I further, in reply to your strange taunts, assure you that 
the Duke of Wellington always has answered any letter which 
I wrote on any business ; and in one instance he most kindly 
complied with a request respecting a very near relative some 
years since, and got him his first commission — ay, and after 
saying he did not like to ask the Duke of York as to that 
particular point : and it was only the week before last that the 
Archbishop of Canterbury replied most kindly, and in terms 
most kind, to objections which I had made to some recom- 
mendations in the church commission, and promised to attend 
to his utmost to them. 

You seem angry with me, and to make no allowance for my 
feelings under circumstances most trying, and therefore I add 
this detail ; and I assure you it will give me pleasure to find 
that you will write to me again and adopt a kinder style, and 
promise to comply with so reasonable a request, and that you 
will endeavour to prevail upon the cabinet not wholly to neglect, 
in ecclesiastical arrangements, the only son of the Bishop of 
Norwich in the church, who has so long and so faithfully sup- 
ported the same principles and measures with yourself, and 
under circumstances of greatest sacrifice ; and I feel confident, 
that on re-consideration, you will repent of the very unkind 
manner in which you have written, and that your heart will set 
you right and others also. 

I am, &c. 

H. Bathurst. 

P.S. Do not think that I am afraid of your pen, though you 
have written ably ; I have a strong case, and God has given me 
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abilities as good as yours; and I have the sympathy of thftfl 
country with me, should it be necessary to open my case to the-l 
country, which I shouki regret to he obliged to do. Far morsf 
would I prefer to throw myself on the justice and hoDO 
those who ought to be my friends. 

The following letter was written afterwards, Sir John Hob- 1 
house not having replied to the last; — 



Sir, 



Nor*¥icli, Sep. 2-2nd, 1836. 



Not having received any apology for your extremel; 
improper answer to me, 1 now once more address you, not wii 
any hope of, or care about, curing your impropriety or mis'] 
behaviour, but wilh a view to a future statement by-and-bye to| 
the public. I send you a letter from a great man, whom yott. 
have abused and vilified, and not merely remonstrated with as 
I have ventured to remonstrate with you, who are 
of government, which does certainly not discountenance thi 
strongest kind of appeals and remonstrances from Mr. O'Con- 
nell, whose talents, and even services, I, however, do notj 
dispute, any more than I dispute the propriety of doing justii 
to Ireland; though you would deny justice to the son 
Ireland's only marlyr. 

The very day that the Duke of WeliiiigtoTi had written thfi^ 
enclosed, be dined in company with the Duke of York 
Windsor, and evidently did that which he said he couh 
not, or, as appears, did not like to do; for, five or six dayi 
afterwards, I had a letter from tbe Governor of Sandhural 
saying he congratulated me on the prospect of my son's ii 
mediately having his commission, for that the Duke of Yorl 
had applied for bis character: and my son bad his commissi< 
very soon after, a good character having been given bim, 

Go thou and do likewise, Sir ; and remember the services of 
the only Bishop, who adhered to the Whigs and to popular 
measures, in their adversity, and whose family has been kept 
back bv those services; and renicmbor I ma v add, Sii 
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services of myself, which have been far greater than any you 
ever performed : and believe me, Sir, when your answer to my 
letter, and my reply to your letter together with this letter, 
appear, which at present I intend they shall do, hereafter 
before the public, you will be disgraced in the eyes of every 
honorable and feeling man in the empire for ever. 

I had in the Duke of Wellington — who at least remembered 
practically my brother's services, far better than the Whigs in 
general seem to remember my father's unique services — a truly 
Christian return ; I will not say of good for evil, but of that 
which men consider evil, viz. opposition. You have as yet re- 
turned me evil for good, for you were one of Queen Caroline's 
advisers, who brought me down to London to preach at St. 
Paul's, when Mr. Brougham wrote in their name and asked 
me so to do, and when I acquitted myself so, by merely printing 
my discourse, that I brought you all well out of the mess. 

You may keep the enclosed, for I have taken a copy. I 
desire no reply to this by post ; you will hereafter have another 
opportunity, in all probability, when the public will decide with 
what face the reputed (and I believe^^ now justly reputed) 
author of the (I will not as a clergyman, designate it,) letter 
to Mr. Canning, and who, if he be the author, doubled his 
shame by abstaining from any reply to Mr. Canning's manly 
call upon the author; and whether, at all events, the undoubted 
author of " The Last Reign of Napoleon,"f who ridiculed and 
maligned his superiors, and mocked the innocent and amiable 
tribute of affection, which would give the bones of a royal 
brother a worthy interment, has a right to call a just and 
natural and not disrespectful complaint '' abuse." 

I am, yours, &c. 

H. Bathurst. 

* I may say that I know this to be true. 

t See Letters from Paris, vol. i. pp. 101, 104 ; in which the author shows his 
talent for ridiculing the throne, the altar, and the more tender natural affections; 
or where he speaks of Louis the 18th, grubbing up hia brother^s bones when he 
re-interred them : also in another part, << we are neither stocks nor stones for 
Tories/' says Sir J. Hobhonse. 
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The letter alluded to from the Duke of Wellington was 
follows. 

London, September 8tli, 1828, 
Sir, 

I liave received your letter of the 29th of Angust, ant 
I must say that your perseverance in applying to me to forward, 
your son's views in the amiy, is a satisfactory proof that yi 
consider me quite exempt from any feelings of hostility at] 
resentment. 

I wish it was in my power fully to confirm in your mind that] 
favorable opinion by recommending your son for an ensigncy 
but it is impossible to break through the rules laid down by 
his Royal Highness the Commander-in-Chief, for the regulation 
of the Military College at Sandhurst, His Royal Highness 
may have departed from them upon one or two occasions; but 
having informed me during the war, that he could not permit 
a gentleman educated at Sandhurst to receive a commission, 
excepting in consequence of the recommendation of the autho 
rities of the college, I cannot apply for a commission for 
yonng gentleman so situated. 

I have the honor to be. Sir, 

Your most obedient servant, 

Wellington. 



The evening of the same day when the Duke wrote thi»' 
letter, the newspapers stated him to have dined in company 
with the Duke of York at Windsor. What was the result? 
Four or five days afterwards, a kind letter from the Deputy 
Governor of Sandhurst came to the Archdeacon, congratulating 
the Archdeacon that the Duke of York had applied for his 
son's character, and a good character having been given, that 
there was no doubt his son would get his commission, which he, 
did by purchase on regulation terms a little time after, upon thft] 
recommendation which was given. 

Being desirous of giving Sir John Hohhouse the mildest anjj 
most effectual rebuke. Archdeacon Bathurst sent him also 
original of two letters from the Archbishop of Canterhurjv 



It 
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having found them among hisi)apers, adding the following few 
words : — "Archdeacon Bathurst encloses for Sir J. Hobhouse's 
inspection, two specimens of his correspondence with the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, respecting which Sir John Hobhouse 
thought proper to taunt Jiim." 

London, July 6th, 1831. 
The Archbishop of Canterbury presents his compliments to 
Archdeacon Bathurst, and has sent him copies of the bills. The 
Archbishop expects shortly to receive from Mr. Kitson an 
account of the custom of the diocese of Norwich in respect to 
unions, and will be happy to receive any suggestions from the 
Archdeacon on that subject, or any other ecclesiastical matter to 
which he has turned his mind. 



Addington, Dec. 17th, 1832. 
Dear Mr. Archdeacon, 

I am much obliged by the present of your little tract ; 
which, though some parts of it may require re-consideration, 
contains many valuable suggestions. 

The evidence respecting ecclesiastical courts which came 
before the commissioners, and on which their report was 
founded, was not in favor of their efficiency ; but I think you 
will do right in bringing forward any facts which may show the 
inexpediezK^y of altering the system in the manner proposed. 

The statement of the circumstances relating to the pre- 
ferments you hold affords sufficient proof of the hardship erf 
taxing present possessors. On this subject I cannot say 
what is intended ; but I trust that nothing will be dbne which 
in any respect is not consistent with attention to the rights of 
individuals. 

I remain, dear Mr. Archdeacon, 

Your faithful servant, 

W. Cantuar. 
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LETTER TO SIR .JOHN HOBHOUSE PREVIOUS TO PUBLISHING THE 
MEMOIR OF THE LIFE OF BISHOP BATHURST. 

Sir, 

Among the original correspondence given in the pro- 
posed memoir, at the end will be your extraordinary answer, 
dated September 10th, 1836, to a kind letter which I wrote to 
you, together with my replies to you. I only write to say, that 
had I been General EvanSy you would probably have written to 
me in a more conciliatory manner. 

I am, &c. &c. 

Henry Bathurst. 
Sir J. C. Hobhouse, &c. 
May 10th, 1837. 

Be it here remembered, that a reference to the newspapers 
will show how gallantly this important gentleman comported 
himself towards General (then Colonel) Evans, when charged 
with certain language at the election which he (Sir J. Hob- 
house) contested with Colonel Evans for Westminster. 

And I dare Sir John Hobhouse to deny, what since the cor- 
respondence here given I have beyond controversy ascertained 
to be true, that he wasthe author of the letter to Mr. Canning, 
concluding with " nos trecenti juravimus," and accusing Mr. 
Canning, among other things, of '^putting his hand upon the 
King's thigh." I dare him, 2ndly, to deny that a letter from 
Mr. Canning, afterwards published, and which he knew to be 
from Mr. Canning, was put into his hands privately, as the 
author of that letter to Mr. Canning. I dare him, 3rdly, to 
deny that "it was so put into his hands privately, by an indivi- 
dual who said he, (Hobhouse) must not open it, unless he pro- 
mised not to take any further steps without his consent. 4thly, 
I dare him to deny, that the following morning he did make that 
promise; which was, virtually, that he would not avow himself 
to be the author of the letter, and that he would, by further 
concealment, avoid giving Mr. Canning the satisfaction which 
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Mr. Canning required. 5thly, I dare him to deny that Mr. 
Canning in the most explicit terms demanded that satisfaction, 
and called the author, whoever he might be, " a liar and a 
slanderer;" adding that the author only wanted ^Hhe courage 
to be an assassin." 6thly, I dare him to deny that he wrote 
that which was considered by Mr. Canning as a most insolent, 
cowardly, and cruel libel. I dare him to deny all this, not- 
withstanding his great delicacy respecting the language of 
remonstrance to himself and his political friends, &c. &c. 
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CHAPTER YL 



LORD HOLLAND. 

LIKE MATTER C019TI9UED, SHOWIKG RESULTS IK THE MELBOURKE 
MINISTRY.^-GRATITUDE, ETC. 1836 AHD 1836 CONTINUED. 

Previous to this correspondence, and afterwards, such was 
the obstinate neglect of the Archdeacon, by the Melbourne 
ministry especially, that he wrote to Lord Holland also ; the 
correspondence with whom is here given, and by permission. 

Copy of a letter sent by Archdeacon Bathurst to the Right 
Honorable Lord Holland, showing how the Bishop of Norwich 
and himself have been treated by the Whigs when in power : 

February, 1836. 
My Lord, 

I have directed Messrs. Saunders and Otley to send 
your Lordship a copy of a pamphlet, in which I have handled 
Lord John Russell's conduct, touching my communications as 
to the church-rate bill, (which bill Sir Robert Peel has, in my 
judgment, unwisely adopted); and, after analysing his proposed 
bill, have presented a plan, drawn up by official assistance, 
which, while it will please dissenters, will secure the church. 

I am sorry to have been obliged to treat Lord John with so 
little ceremony ; but I beg the members of the late Whig 
government to recollect with how little respect they have 
treated me, who have, in conjunction with my father, sacri«- 
fieed or suffered and done so much in the cause of civil and 
religious liberty. 
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I submit the case to your review, because I believe your 
professions for my father to be sincere; and I hope what I 
shall say will not be considered to exceed what is proper. 

My own views in the church, and especially the Irish church, 
(where I always was desirous to take a part in measures which 
are only yet begun, and which, if Sir Robert Peel be only 
decently consistent, cannot at present be continued under his 
administration,) were defeated by the consequences of the gen- 
erous part which my father took in 1808, and which hindered 
me from accepting the deanery of Killala in 1809, offered me by 
the late Duke of Richmond, through the medium of the Rev. 
Mr. Newcome, son of the Primate Newcome, and still living ; 
knowing from his Grace's warm political sentiments that I 
could not expect to rise, unless I took a part opposite to my 
father, which I was not prepared to do, and which would have 
been counter to the benevolent objects which I had in view. 

In 1808, the late Lord Bathurst sent for my father, and told 
him, in the kindest and most honorable manner, before he first 
voted for Catholic emancipation, that the King liked him, and 
that he could do any thing, that could be expected, for him, if 
he would act with the government, or even if he would be 
neuter ; but, if otherwise, that he could never mention his 
name to the King again. My father, however, expressed his 
determination to take part with the oppressed Catholics, and 
ever since has given his (in general solitary) vote on the side of 
Whig principles. 

In 1814, my father made me an Archdeacon, and placed me 
in a situation though not lucrative yet honorable ; and in that 
situation I have for twenty-two years possessed the respect, 
and even affection, of my opponents, so far, that Lord Bayning 
and the Chancellor of the diocese, two most respectable cler- 
gymen and strong tories, wrote letters of the warmest testi- 
mony in my favor, when Lord Grey sent word Upon the vacancy 
of the see of Limerick, that government cotild not, among so 
many strong claims, come to a decision. Where was a claim, 
I ask, to be compared to my father's for me — unless, which was 
not pretended, I was an unworthy person — connected as I was 

e2 
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witli the best families in Ireland by blood, and with tlie Irish 
nation by ties which my father's services have established, and 
audi as exist in no other quarterf 

Was there ever a bishop since the establishment began, with 
the dearest friend, pupil, and most generous patron (the late 
Lord Bathurst,) and also another relation, a nephew, in ihe 
cabinet, and who gave up every consideration of affection and 
interest, like my father? And was there ever a family that, 
from the conduct of the Whigs when they were in power, had 
such cause to rue the part which ho took, if they were to judge 
from personal interests only? — The effect of which, when the 
good Bishop shall be here no more to provide and aid, will be 
fearfully developed iu some parts of his family ; and the result 
of which was felt in one instance, to my certain knowledge, too 
awfully ever to be forgotten. 

In 1828, Dr. Sumner, with no particular recommendation, 
that I ever heard of, and no way connected with Winchester 
(the Bishop of which is es-officio visitor of the two St, Mary 
Winton colleges,) was appointed over my father's head, though 
my father was a Wykehamist, by a Whig government. Lord 
Lansdowne being Home Secretary, (and Lord Brougham, then 
Mr. Brougham, defending it,) to the see of Winchester, — Sea 
the Bishop's letter, beginning chap, xviii. of hia " Life," re- 
specting the disposal of Winchester. 

In 1831, my father declining, at eighty-seven years of age, 
the offtjr of the archbishopric of Dublin, applied that 1 might 
go to the Irish bench ; thereby proposing an exchange which 
few would have made, but which 1 was desirous of making, 
that I might help to complete the benevolent views which my 
father had begun. What was the result? No notice was taken 
of the application till after the sees, two in number, Killaloe 
and Dublin, were filled up — Killaloe by Dr. Knox, whose 
claims, what they wore, except that he was connected with a 
powerful Tory family that had long grasped at all which 
government could give, 1 am at a loss to guess. 

The other was iilled up by Dr. Whately, rector of Hales- 
worth, in Suffolk; upon which a Tory bishop, a friend of mine, 
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Expressed his surprise at the treatment 1 bad received, and 
said that government could not have been much pressed ; but 
" this is the way," he added, " that the Whigs treat their best 
friends." And this Dr. Whately vfiis rummaged up from my 
father's diocese, to set aside claims (see correspondence with 
Lord Grey) of the son of the Bishop of Norwich, the only 
surviving son of the Bishop of Norwich in the church, who 
had beon nearly twenty years Archdeacon in that very diocese, 
and during that period had supported the same cause with his 
father, and who was by blood and acquaintance so connected 
with Ireland ; and when these appointments had taken place. 
Lord Grey was pleased to direct his secretary to say that, 
" Lord Grey regretted that an immediate opportunity had not 
occurred of serving Archdeacon Bathurst."* 

Do not think that I forget the appointment given to my 
brother. Sir James Bathurst, or his addition K.C.B., to which 
he was so long before entitled in justice ; but allow me to say 
that the appointment to which I allude was earned by his 
services — I mean the government of Berwick— and defended 
upon that plea; and 1 cannot forget that it was given to him 
to make up for the neglect and forgetfulness of Lord Mel- 
bourne, who had (as Secretary for the Home Department, to 
the patronage of which the government of the Isle of Man 
belonged) given my brother reason to expect that he should 
have had the government of the Isle of Man; and instead of 
giving it to him, volunteered it to a Tory secretary of the late 
Duko of Richmond. And what was the appointment given to 
my brother instead ? — The sinecure government of Berwick, 
instead of the efficient situation of the Isle of Man, an ap- 
pointment which caused a strong division in the House of 
Commons, and which, in fact, was to make up for the breach 
of faith with the individual, by another breach of faith with 
the public. 

Nor was this all : at the age of ninety years my father desired 

• Extract of a letter from Mr. Cliarlcs Wood, secretary lo Lord Grey, ad- 
dressed lo Mrs, Itathurst, who had writlcu lo [A>rd Grey U|ion finding that the 
BUhop'a a|i|)licatioD in her husband's fuvor bail bi'cu iicgl(M:tcil. 
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me to draw up, in favor of the Irish church commission, (against 
the principle and bearing of which the high church party were 
addressing the King from all quartei*s,) as it were a testa- 
mentary document, in opposition to the high church addresses 
which werfe crowding around the throne just before the break- 
ing up of Lord Melbourne's government. What became of 
this address? It was signed by myself, Archdeacon Glover, 
and forty-seven other clergy besides the Bishop. It was not 
only not presented with all due and particular honors by the 
then Secretary of State, Lord Duncannon, or his substitute, 
Mr. Spring Rice, but was between them — hear, O Ireland ! — 
lost! lost! ! lost! ! ! (see correspondence with Mr. Spring Rice 
and Lord Duncannon) ; and when, upon the receipt of a letter 
civil enough from Lord Duncannon, I went to his house and 
sent up my address, expressing a wish to talk further on the 
subject, it was with great difficulty I could gain admittance — 
(he best knows why he was guilty of such conduct towards a 
better man than himself, in all things which constitute real 
differences in the eyes of society between man and man) — I 
who, in conjunction with my father and Lord Duncannon, am 
certainly entitled to more respect, on account of public service 
in the cause which my father and Lord Duncannon have advo- 
cated, than Lord Duncannon is even capable, from his talents 
or acquirements, of entitling himself, should he live even to 
the age of the Bishop of Norwich ; for the noble Lord, whom 
I knew enough of at Oxford to be acquainted with his calibre, 
never was or will be charged with setting the Thames on fire. 

And lastly. Lord John Russell lost the copy which I sent 
him of the church-rate scheme ; and instead of acknowledging 
the principles, or thanking me for my efforts, coolly wrote me 
word that he was sorry he could not find it. 

I will not conceal my feelings or be a hypocrite ; I feel 
myself personally insulted and illtreated, as well as I feel also 
that my friends in the church, who have acted with me, have 
been neglected : and I appeal to the church and to the country 
upon the occasion. I do not shrink from the part which I 
have taken, and, to my life's end, I hope to persevere in the 
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advocacy of my father's benevolent views, and with boldness 
will avow them ; undiscou raged, even tliougli the only request 
of the only bishop who, in behalf of civil and religious liberty, 
sacrificed and endured as he has done, and iu behalf of his own 
son ill the church who, in a high official situation, has long 
trodden in his father's steps, has been so unliandsomely put off 
and answered by any thing rather than kind and just actions; 
undiscou raged, I may add, by the coldness and even insolence 
and ingratitude with which I have been treated. 

I have for above twenty years been the principal means of 
rallying the only body of clergy that ever came forward, time 
after time, in behalf of the cause in its adversity which you 
have so long advocated; and wg had alia right, under other 
and better circumstances, not to have been despised or for- 
gotten ; and, if it were only for my father's sake, i too had a 
right, from what was due to myself and my situation, to have 
expected more just and honorable treatment from a Whig 
government, and kinder manners. Yes, I have reason to 
complain of substantial neglect. But insult, Junius says, is 
worse than injury ; and from the manner in which I have been 
treated, and the cold contemptnous behaviour so undeserved 
that I have experienced, I have to complain not only of injury 
but of insult; and if any thing could aggravate this feeling, 
it would be the sense that men, the most widely differing in 
the church from my father, were made the confidential advisers 
and friends of the Whigs when in power; while not only never 
once had my father the respect shown to him of being con- 
sulted in church matters, but the only request made by him — 
and that I trust the public will think not an unreasonable one 
— in behalf of me, his only surviving son in the church, was 
pointedly and without the pretence of a reason neglected, 
when it might have been complied with. 

I have the honor to be respectfully, 
, My Lord, 

Your servant, 

Henrv Bathu 
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POSTSCRIPT ADDBESSKD TO THE PUBLIC. 

It will be asked, perhaps, what my father said to all this. 
I will acknowledge that his amiable temper seemed to think 
less of the neglect which he suffered, than of the barren com- 
pliment paid by Lord Grey, of offering to recommend him, at 
eighty-seven years of age, to the see of Dublin, and Lord 
Grey's amends made for the disappointment respecting the 
Isle of Man, by appointing my brother to the government of 
Berwick. But my father always said that Lord Grey might 
as well have sent me to Ireland, for it would have been a 
natural and popular appointment ; and repeatedly said, "There 
is a want of dignity, however, in complaining." There may, 
I answer, be a want of dignity, but there is some consolation 
in a case like that which I have stated, that the public will 
sympathize with the memory and the family of such a man so 
treated, " a quibus non oportuit ; " end they will readily see a 
reason why the Bishop himself, with his fine mind, should 
withhold his complaints, lest what he thought ought to have 
been done should have thus appeared to have been valued, 
" mercedia potius quam beneficii loco." — H. B. 
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Sir, 



ANSWEIt OF LORD HOLfANO. 

London ^Street, March 7th. 



How can I eseuae myself for having your letter and 
pamphlet so long unacknowledged? I might, indeed, plead 
the state of seclusion (owing to family occurrences) in which I 
was living when they arrived, and the little opportunity I con- 
sequently had of communicating with persons conversant with 
the transactions to which they refer : but I prefer owning at 
once, that the pain I felt at the impressions made upon you, 
the persuasion in my own mind that they must have originated 
in misapprehension, and the consciousness tliat I was too igno- 
rant of the circumstances to enable me fo remove them, were 
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[■the main causes of my silence and apparent neglect. I must 
Pfrust to your charity to forgive me; and I cannot help hoping 
['that you will ascribe to the same causes the unwillingness I 
^even now feel to enter on the many topics of your letter, on 
which my information is imperfect. I can however assure you, 
^hat you do not overrate the personal regard I feel and have 
ever felt for your most excellent father, or the deep sense I en- 
tertain of his claims as a public man, not only on his friends 
and the Whig party, but on the country, and on all entrusted 
witli its affairs and anxious for its welfare. This, I assure you, 
has on all occasions connected with church patronage or eccle- 
siastical affairs been ever uppermost on my mind, and I believe 
not less so in that of many of ray late colleagues, and certainly 
of Lord Grey : I can at least bear testimony to the warmth of 
feeling which induced bim to offer the archbishopric of Dublin 
to the Bishop of Norwich; he told me with the greatest ear- 
nestness, that he could not bear to have sucli a dignity at his 
disposal, without trying at least to gratify himself and delight his 
friends, by placing Bishop Bathurst in it, though he was sadly 
afraid that his advanced age made it no longer worth bis while 
to accept it. The subsequent appointment of Dr. Whately was 
not certainly so gratifying to private friendship and regard, as 
I believe Lord Grey did not even know him personally, nor 
was it dictated by any party convenience ; but it was such as I 
think your father and yourself would, with your zeal and de- 
votion to the cause of religious liberty in Ireland, have ear- 
nestly recommended, and such as you must at least, from its 
success, warmly approve. Dr. Sumner was not appointed to 
Winchester by a Whig minister;* and I am quite confident, 
that if, in 1828, Lord Grey, myself, or any other Whig, could 
have bad a voice in the appointment of a Bishop of Winchester, 
we should not have hesitated one moment in our selection, but 
named tlie consistent friend of religious liberty, the good and 
excellent Bishop of Norwich, as the only person to fill that see, 
1 quite sure for myself, and I believe for all my colleagues, 
* Lord LaasdowDe wa« Secrelary for Uie Home Department. 
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that I should have thought it a duty to do any thing in my 
power to reward your father's services in the good cause ; and 
I should have felt a pleasure if, consistently with other claims, 
I had had an opportunity of obliging his son. 

I am, Sir, 
With respect and regard, 

Your obedient humble servant, 

Vassal Holland. 



ARCHDEACON BATHURSt's REPLY. 

March 9th, 1836. 
My Lord, 

Accept my thanks for the portion of good feeling 
displayed in your reply to mine ; but, permit me to add, that 
the unsatisfactory account given of any reasons which Lord 
Grey or his government could have for their conduct towards 
me, confirms more than ever the justice of my complaint, that 
the late Whig government has so managed as to aflPord room, 
for the part of the public who are at all uncharitable, to infer 
a reflection of the most painful kind upon my claims and cha- 
racter ; and this I know is the general feeling, though I trust 
and believe that the general impression is, that I have been 
most undeservedly, most cruelly, most unjustly, and most 
meanly treated. 

As to Dr. Whately, so far from seeing any cause of congra- 
tulation, either for individuals or the country, in the appoint- 
ment of him, it appears to me that, without any one public 
advantage, a most pointed and cruel affront has been offered to 
me, and to my father's recommendation of me, as well as an 
unwarranted and unnecessary insult to the whole Irish bench 
of bishops ; out of whom, one surely might have been picked 
fit for the office, whereby a vacancy might have occurred, 
which would have offered an opportunity of complying with 
my fathcr*s recommendation of me ; and a man, in no way 
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that I can admit my superior, was placed in the highest situa- 
tion in the Irish church, without claim from connexions with 
Ireland, or public character like mine ; of opinions in religion 
very questionable or ill understood ; of whimsical talents, mo- 
rose habits, and ungentlemanly manners ; and one who, when 
my father called on him, sat like a Turk, only with legs on the 
table instead of hams squat upon the floor. 

Quid feci? Why should I now, even in your Lordship's 
letter, be treated as if I had on my own account no claim as a 
scholar, or a clergyman, or a friend of the same cause, more 
distinguished than any individual not on the bench ? 

I have letters still by me from Lord Grey, Lord Lansdowne, 
and Lord Brougham, when out of ofiice, full of respect and 
esteem, &c. What have I done, I ask in the name of all that 
is just and honorable — what have I done, to be thrown by now 
as scum and oflal ? Fortunately, I have every proof by me. 
Have I not done my duty in my profession? Have I never 
stood forward as a friend to the same cause with my father ? 
Am I so vile, so unheard-of, so insignificant, as to be beneath 
notice ? Have I not bred up a family, or at least all of them 
(viz. three) who are grown up ; and have any man's children 
done more respectably and comfortably for themselves, by their 
own natural and acquired recommendations ? So that, though 
my daughters have no prospect of any thing that can be called 
fortune from me, the kind and honorable hearts of Earl Mul- 
grave and his family and friends, are about to receive, with 
open arms, one of my daughters, as the wife of the amiable 
and talented Captain Phipps — a pleasing exception as to the 
conduct of men of his rank and principles ; though I cannot 
but recollect that the family regard arose from the friendship 
of the late Earl, a liberal Tory. 

I have the honor to be. 
My Lord, 
With respect, your Lordship's servant, 

Henrv Bathurst, 
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Another letter from Lord Holland, replying to another re- 
monstrance, containing the letter from the Bishop, as given in 
the '^ Life of the Bishop." * 

August 23rd, 1836. 
Sir, 

It gives me real pain to think that you could imagine 
I had treated you with indiflference or insult : I never had the 
most distant intention or wish but that of marking ray respect 
and veneration for your father, and goodwill to you, in every 
intercourse I may have had with you ; and beg you, if I have 
said or done any thing leading to such a misconstruction, to 
consider it, as it must have been, mere inadverlance and mis- 
take, and apologised for. I shall not fail to lay the letter (see 
Bishop's letter dated 31st March, 1836,) you enclose from the 
Bishop to Lord Melbourne, nor shall I fail to repeat to him 
what I believe he knows and feels as strongly as I do, that 
whatever would gratify the bishop, and mark the veneration 
felt for him, would, if it can be done in accordance with the 
general views of government, be received with delight and 
gratitude by all the friends of religious liberty and all who 
profess and feel themselves Whigs. But you must acknow- 
ledge, that those who have the disposal of public patronage 
cannot consult their own feelings exclusively, but must re- 
gulate their distribution by various public considerations ; and 
I think, notwithstanding the somewhat severe sarcasm in the 

* The following is the letter alluded to. 
My dear Henry, 

Of my anxious wish to forward upon all occasions your views, it is not 
necessary for me to make any profession. Lord Mulgrave has now an oppor- 
tunity of offering you the vacant see in Ireland ; and should he neglect the op- 
portunity, he is inexcusable. With respect to any *< communication directly or 
indirectly'' with Lord Melbourne, it is, in my opinion, quite out of the question: 
should you be of a different opinion, your friend, Lord Albemarle, has my cor- 
dial leave to say how much I shall be gratified by the appointment. I can write 
no more. Love to your circle. 

Yours, Sec, affectionately, 

H. Norwich. 

London, March the 31st, 183G. 
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last phrase of your letter, that you cannot suppose that an 
apprehension of an appeal to the public in any individual case 
will weigh with Lord M. more than the merits of the indi- 
vidual ; or, on the other hand, that a natural but warm expres- 
sion of disappointment or remonstrance will deter him from 
doing what is just and right, in a matter which he must con- 
sider of a public rather than a private or party nature. 

Vassal Holland. 

I do not recollect the terms of my letter ; but unless they 
imply a feeling of unkindness, which I never felt, can have no 
objection to your making any use of them. — V. H. 

ANSWER. 

Norwich, 27th August, 1836. 
My Lord, 

In rejoinder to yours of the 23rd just come to hand, 

my answer is this : if the only son of the Bishop of Norwich 

in the church is to be proscribed under a Whig government, 

after the Bishop had formally transferred his own claims in the 

church to his son, which son has filled a high official situation 

for twenty-two years in the church, and anxiously and in 

unique degree supported those principles and measures which 

have been supported by his father, and proclaimed by the 

Whigs to be essential to true religion and good government; 

seeing that the bishop has for years been incapable from 

extreme age of being the subject of professional advancement 

in his own person (those years, when such advancement might 

have been acceptable, having been passed under proscription, 

however natural, imposed by a Tory government,) the result 

must be, either that the son of that bishop must be disgraced 

as an unworthy person by this Whig proscription continued to 

him, or the Whig government must be convicted of at least 

injustice and unkindness in the eyes of the world. 

Should this proscription therefore not be notified to me as 

never meant, or not to be continued, it must be seen to be an 

imperious duty in me, by myself and family, to take every 
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method of vindicating myself before the country ; and such 
appeal can never be considered by a Whig government as an 
offence in an individual who feels himself deeply injured, when 
the government itself owes its existence and preservation to 
the strongest appeals made in their behalf to the country. 

I have the honor to be, &c. &c. 

H. Bathurst. 

In February, when the bishopric of Salisbury fell, the Arch- 
deacon sent the following letter, in consequence of advice from 
a high quarter, to Lord Melbourne, which, however, produced 
no effect. 

" In compliance with advice from high authority, Arch- 
deacon Bathurst again respectfully submits his claims to be 
considered by his Majesty's government, upon the present 
vacancy in the church, caused by the death of the bishop of 
Salisbury. 

*' North Creak, Fakenham, Norfolk, 
February 22nd, 1837." 

The Archdeacon then again wrote to Lord Holland : 

My Lord, 

My character and honor with the country, after all 
that is passed, require to be publicly maintained and cleared 
from the slur cast upon me by the conduct, for six years, of a 
Whig government. 

I act on the defensive. Judge the painful situation I am in. 
I have means to vindicate myself, from the written admission 
of Lord Melbourne, and from other correspondence. For 
heaven's sake, what am I to do ? I am declared, in spite of 
my deserts, by Lord Melbourne, to be proscribed. If you can 
afford me any decent reason for withholding what is necessary 
to support myself, I implore you to do it. I am aware of the 
delicacy of your situation ; but think and feel a little, I im- 
plore you, for the son of the only bishop, now with life rapidly 
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ebbing away, who has deserved so well of those who would 
now throw me in the background as scum and offal, for having 
boldly so long supported measures which are now leading to a 
crisis full of doubt and difficulty, I grieve to say ; but which 
they asserted to be essential to true religion and good govern- 
ment. I again promise you, as to such fresh communication, {if 
containing what is confidential^) perpetual secrecy. The past, 
relating to public matter, &c. (I never having intimated that I 
could consider what did pass as confidential,) must be dealt 
with according to circumstances ; and the present letter, if un- 
answered, must be part of the developement. On present 
important church measures, the ** Morning Chronicle " has 
grossly misrepresented me in the report of Mr. Spring Rice's 
speech. My sentiments are in the "Courier" of the 7th : they 
are independent ; and in this crisis you cannot blame me for 
acting the part which appears to me most suiting the occasion. 

I am, my Lord, 

Your faithful servant, 

Henry Bathurst. 
March 7th, 1837. 

The following answer, containing in fact no answer, to the 
Archdeacon's questions, but being merely a vapid profession, 
and, in fact, refusal to explain, is given as a reply to the 
above letter. 

14th March. 
My dear Sir, 

I know not what answer you can expect me to give 
to your distressing letter. I can only say, that I never heard 
you were proscribed, nor, on the other hand, am I authorised 
by those who have the disposal of patronage, to communicate 
any intention about it to you or to others. 

I can with sincerity assure you that, for one, I should feel a 
great repugnance to any thing that looked like a proscription, 
or throwing a slur upon you ; and that I should unfeignedly 
rejoice at any preferment or good fortune that befel you ; and 
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I should do BO from goodwill towards you, and sincere respect I 
and veneration for your father. 

Yours, 

Vassal Hollani 

Thus it was that this amiable prelate, the late Bishop of 1 
Norwich, was, in the person of his son, who Lad been his com- f 
patriot and representative so long, served by men in the day of 1 
their power professing veneration for him ; and unable, from ' 
their own admission, not only to object to his son, but to deny 
his claims. " Such is the weight," as the Bishop said on a 
former occasion, when Lord Lansdowne was in power with the 
Canning ministry, " which is attached to our principles by 
worldly politicians, under whatever description Ihey may hap- 
pen to come." And all the while that these fine ]jrofessions 
were making. Lord Holland was (for I am in possession of the | 
clearest evidence to that effect) actually speculating on thej 
death of poor Bishop Bathurst in favor of others. 



The following is a copy of a letter from Lord Holland after I 
the Bishop's death, when, upon the appointment of Mr. Stanley 1 
to the see of Norwich, Archdeacon Bathurst wrote again to j 
remonstrate, sending Lord Holland, whom the Bishop seemed f 
to consider his friend, a little memorial of liim, and an inti- 
mation that the Bishop wished him to have a book out of his 
library in remembrance of him. Archdeacon Bathurst has said 
in the " Memoir" of bis father, that Lord Holland clearly has 
a heart; but the passage ought to have been, "clearly has 
a place in his bosom where Nature intended there should be 
a heart." 

22nd April. 
My dear Sir, 

Accept my heartfelt thanks for your father's J 
notes sent to me; ihcy are precious memorials of an excellent] 
and amiable man. I rejoice to find that you are occupied in l 
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printing a memoir of his life. Examples of disinterested con- 
duet in public, and traits of amiable disposition in private, 
with which such an authentic document must abound, will be 
gratifying to his friends, useful to the public, and interesting, I 
much fear from their rarity, to the generality of readers. 
Sorry indeed am I to find that you feel yourself compelled to 
mingle matter of another and of a harsher and more unpleasant 
nature with such a work ; all I can say on that painful subject 
is, that I cannot reproach myself with any indifference to the 
welfare, promotion, or happiness of any of the Bishop of 
Norwich's relations, and much less of himself. I must also 
bear my testimony to Lord Grey, and to Lord Melbourne and 
other of my colleagues, at all times professing, and I believe 
most sincerely, an earnest disposition to mark their sense of 
the late Bishop's services and virtues, by paying eveiy attention 
they could do, consistently with duty and honor to others, to 
the claims, interests, and wishes of those connected with him. 

I am. Sir, 
With sincere regard and unabated wishes for your 

prosperity and welfare, 

Your obliged and obedient. 

Vassal Holland. 



After this, the Archdeacon wrote his opinion as to profession 
compared with practice, and requested a distinct answer as to 
what objections government could have to his character, and 
what offence he had committed. The reply is as follows : 

South Street, 17th May, 1837. 
Sir, 

Your letters distress me. I wish to do every thing in 
my power to satisfy the son of my excellent friend, the late 
Bishop of Norwich. In answer to the direct question you 
ask me, I can only say that I know of no proscription, and 
cannot therefore assign a reason for a fact which I believe has 
no existence. I know nothing of the " head or front of your 

F 
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offending;" for I know of no offences being charged against 
you, or acted upon. 

As I confess I hardly understand wliat you mean by some 
passages in your letter, 1 think it better not to touch upon 
them ; but I must repeat that it is, bas been, and ever will 
be, my earnest endeavour to show you that respect which is 
due to your character, and to treat you with all the candour, 
or, if yon will allow nie such an expression, friendship and 
kindness, that the son of so escellent a man as the late Bishop 
is entitled to from one honored by his regard. 
I am. Sir, 

Your, &c. 

Vassal Holland. 

After the receipt of this letter of Lord Holland, I am aware, 
from information since received, — (but which no one in the 
confidence of government had the good nature to intimate to 
me, waiting, I suppose, to see if, and hoping that I would get 
angry, and yet afford them an excuse to neglect me) — I am 
quite aware, I say, after the receipt of the above, that I had 
now conquered ; that government were ashamed of their con- 
duct to me, and that I was to be the next person raised to the 
bench. 

But I felt that I had been treated uncandidly and unkindly; 
and Lord Holland's ambiguous and half-revealed hints appeared 
to me only as something to say, not as intending anything to 
do, and I unfortunately gave Lord Melbourne the plea he 
seemed to look for, by publishing a strong remonstrance to 
him on his conduct early in June 1837. This was a mistake. 
But one might have thought that a generous government or 
man would have said, " You have not been kindly and respect- 
fully treated ; we make allowance for your feelings ; we 
forgive you, and we remember your own and your father's 
services and your claims; and will not avail ourselves of the 
plea which you have given us." But the sequel of this pub- 
lication will show how little such generosity belonged to Whig- 
radical a. 
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It has been asserted that I have been so very anxious for a 
bishopric. It is false. Though I felt I had a claim far supe- 
rior to any one, (except Dr. Davys, and perhaps my friend 
Shuttleworth,) that has been promoted by Whigs ; and I dare 
Lord Melbourne to deny that I pressed him more, and in the 
first instance, for a deanery, which might relieve me from the 
disagreeableness of a plurality of livings, and at the same 
time assist my worldly means, than I ever did for a bishopric; 
To say the truth, as to a bishopric, I was more desirous, for 
my general credit, to have my claims acknowledged than com- 
pleted. My principal object, as I had been distressed from 
various circumstances in pecuniary matters, was to have had 
something-which would at once be honorable, and at the same 
time afford me relief and elbow room in my circumstances. 
But a proud, unfeeling, and vindictive temper overlooks all 
claims, however just. 

The whole of Lord Holland's correspondence shows that 
Nature intended him to have a heart, but that it was corrupted 
by the world; and it is at all events to be lamented that he 
should have allowed himself to remain a member of a govern- 
ment which could act in sut^h a manner as that in which the 
Whig government,' of which h6 has been a member, have been 
seen to act. It ought also not t6 be forgotten that when Lord 
Holland put his name down for ten pounds to the Bishop's 
monument, he sent five only to Mr. Kitson, saying that he 
had subscribed the other five to the Archdeacon's " Life of the 
Bishop of Norwich." 



Here then is the first part of the case as to the Whig govern- 
ments, (except as to the conduct of Lord John Russell and Lord 
Brougham, which follows); and Archdeacon Bathurst appeals 
to the public whether it was consistent with the reform pro- 
fessions in the church, to place two schoolmasters and several 
private clergymen, hardly heard of before, over the heads of 
all the dignitaries of the church, without the government 

f2 



68 SUPPLEMENT TO THE MEMOIRS OF 

availing itself of the opportunity of doing away a plurality by 
fair promotion ; and still further, whether common decency or 
honor could justify so pointed and perfect a preference of 
individuals promoted, and so entire and absolute a contempt 
and neglect of the Archdeacon and the one or two other dig- 
nitaries and the few other ministers of the church, who had 
stood by Whig measures in what Whigs used to call " the 
worst of times?" And in contradiction to what Lord Holland 
says, that there is "no offence" nor proscription, &c., Mr. 
Hume wrote Archdeacon Bathurst, after the Bishop's death in 
1837, that he had learnt that the reason why the Archdeacon 
had been neglected was, that he had been impatient and had 
iised strong language. Pretty well this, for Joseph Hume ! 
Look at Canada, and compare language as to Canada with 
the language of these letters. 

The second part of the conduct of the Whig government, op 
the attempts at reconciliation, and the vindictive and unforgiving 
temper of those who showed how natural it is " odisse quern 
leeseris," will be seen more towards the conclusion of this 
volume, and will show of what stuff those liberal and con- 
ciliating Whig-radicals are made. And Joseph Hume has 
lived, I believe, to be fully of my opinions, expressed in my 
letter to Lord John Russell early in the present year, as I have 
learnt from himself. — Experience is the best schoolmaster. 
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CHAPTER VII, 



LORD JOHN RUSSELL. 

The following note is in reply to a letter from Archdeacon 
Batburst, respecting the first church-rate bill, originating with 
Lord Althorp and transferred to the care of Lord John Russell, 
to whom Lord Althorp referred the Archdeacon. The Arch- 
deacon told Lord John Russell, that that bill would not please 
any stout dissenter (which proved perfectly true,) and that the 
details of it would ruin the church : to illustrate which asser- 
tion fully, he offered to send his registrar, free of expense, to 
have an interview with Lord John, and explain all the particu- 
lars why the bill would be so objectionable as to the interests 
of the church ; wholly putting aside the question of a change 
of funds from which the church-rates might be derived. Lord 
John, it will be observed, not only did not avail himself of the 
offer, but, as will be seen from the following note, lost the 
plan which the Archdeacon's registrar had kindly drawn up 
under his superintendence, as a substitute for Lord John's bill, 
and seems wholly to have despised the counsels of the experience 
of the Archdeacon, as he (Lord John Russell) afterwards found 
to his cost. 

Saltram, December 6th, 1834. 
Sir, 

I am sorry to say that in search among my papers, I 
am not fortunate enough to find your MSS.; I may however be 
more successful another time. 

Your obedient servant, 

John RusselL. 
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Upon a fresh application respecting the church-rate scheme 
the following year, and in reply to a hint of complaint how ill 
the Archdeacon had been treated by the government, the fol- 
lowing reply came. 

Holland House, Nov. 20th, 1835. 
Sir, 

I owe you many apologies for having neglected to 
answer your letter so long; I received it at Howick, and it was 
put by to be answered when I should return to Town. 

I am now busy in sorting my papers, and when I find yont 
plan respecting church-rates it shall be sent to you. 

I shall ever entertain the greatest veneration for the Bishop 
of Norwich. 

I remain. 

Your obedient servant, 

J. RUSSBLI*. 

The pamphlet, transcribed with great care and trouble, was 
never found ; but it was re-copied afterwards and published, 
and a copy of it was sent in 1836 to Lord John Russell, again 
to consider, with the following letter. 

North Creak, Norfolk, 
Oct. 31st, 1836. 
My Lord, 

I beg to offer to your notice again that which I pri- 
vately ventured to address to you before publication, viz, a 
plan for a bill whereby the interests of the Established Church 
and its present arrangements may be preserved, and at the 
same time the right which dissenters claim of paying only for 
the repairs of those places of public worship where they attend 
may be conceded ; or whereby, if they object (as Mr. Way- 
mouth seemed to object,) to any compulsory payment, the 
share due hitherto in the shape of church-rates may be paid to 
the state. 

I believe you to be sincere both in your wish to conciliate 
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dissenters and also to uphold the church establishment, atthough 
you have not shown much zeal apparently, when you mislaid, 
I as you acknowledg;ed, my plan, and omitted either to thank me 
I ifor my exertions, or to acknowledge the fitness of the prin- 
\ eiple which I have aimed at reducing to practice; and which, if 
I Jit he not admitted and applied in some such way as I propose, 
[ -it would he much better at once that nothing should be done. 

In your communi cat ions with the county of Devon also, 

f 'you mentioned having communicated with dissenters upon the 

I subject, vyhile you appear to have totally neglected important 

communications favorable to your views, and at the same time 

I correcting many oversights and omissions on your part, con- 

I iiected with the church, and seen in your plan of the last session 

. ■ — communications made by one who has been twenty-two 

' years Archdeacon, and who, with the best official aid, drew up 

I 'the plan in question which he sent you ; by one who has long 

[ idistinguished himself in the cause which you advocate, and 

1 .who is the only son in the church of the only prelate, for 

I 'whom you profess and who certainly deserves your veneration. 

My Lord ! yoa may, as one wholly unacquainted witli clerical 

■character and competencies, flout such aid ; but ! have, I am 

'proud to say, at this very moment a letter by me, written some 

I'time since by the present Archbishop of Canterbury, who, 

when I made to him some communications, kindly returned 

for answer a promise of immediate attention to the subject of 

|ithe letter, and an assurance that " he will be happy to receive 

J'«Qy suggestions from the Arclideacon, on any other ecclesias- 

^^tical matters to which he may have turned his mind." 

And yet this assurance is in favor of one who was more 
Elikely to agree with Lord John Russell than his Grace, upon 
[■•objects which occupy the attention of the present day. 

But a worthy friend of mine high in the church, said, not 
I very long since to me, " this is the way in which the Whigs 
' ' treat their friends." 

Past events, however, have, no doubt, convinced the Whigs 
I 'that if they would have the support of those with whom they 
|i agree, they must take a leaf out of the conciliating manners of 
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the Tories towards botli friends and opponents ; and not merely 
court opponents, and leave friends lo cliew tbe cud upon Iheir 
unkindness and unmerited affronts. 

The people of England, and the friends of civil and religious 
liberty throughout the nation, have meanwhile, by smothering 
painful recollections in a determination to uphold the general 
cause which they support, instructed and reproved such beba- 
viour, by that best of all reproofs — a return of good for evil ; 
and I shall therefore, in imitation of such a pattern, conclude 
with offering to you again my scheme for a new church-rate, 
hill for your consideration, altogether with the protest, which' 
it is only just to add, of the able and worthy solicitor who drew 
it up, and lent me, as my official assistant, tbe aid of bis 
vigorous mind and useful official knowledge in ecclesiastical 
matters. 

While I am thuB writing to your Lordship, I trust you 
will forgive me for saying that the communications made by 
you to the Bishop of Norwich, and which are now before me, 
respecting a Mr. Maberiey, appear to me and to all who have 
seen your letters to be inconsistent with Whig principles. 

Of Mr. Maberley's conduct I am not a defender nor palliatori 
The poor law has enough of good and of sorrowful necessity in' 
it, to induce those who think some parts of it too severe, to treat 
tbe bill yet with tenderness. But is it decent, is it constitutional, 
to apply to ecclesiastical power to interfere with even the abuse 
of a civil right? Suppose, when Mr. Glover and myself rose 
a county meeting, or in any other way addressed the county, 
protest against the hill of pains and penalties affecting the late 
Queen Caroline, that the Tory government had written to the 
Archbishop of Canterbury to desire him to interfere and stop 
us, what would the Whigs have said ! And suppose that Mr. 
Maberiey were to ask you which he should obey, God, or man — 
man who, in his opinion, had been guilty of oppressive provi- 
sions against his fellow, and which provisions he in a peaceful 
and legal way (as he would say) endeavoured to expose; or 
God, whose first attribute is to help them to right that sufiFer 
wrong, and to feed the hungry? An enthusiastic mind migbt 
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at least with a decent show make such an answer! and the 
calmest mind might observe that, a clergyman who is guilty of 
any civil offence is liable to consequences, without appealing to 
an undefined ecclesiastical authority, which can only tend to 
limit the exercise of equal civil rights and privileges. 

I am, my Lord, 

Yours, &c. 

H. Bathurst. 

The following saucy answer was returned, in which it is dif- 
ficult to say whether the total ignorance displayed by Lord 
John on the subject of church-rates, which he undertook to 
manage, or the underbred insolence of style and cool official 
assumption preponderate. 

Holkham, November 8th, 1836. 
Sir, 

Your letter of the 31st ultimo, enclosing a pamphlet 
on the subject of church-rates, reached me yesterday, and I beg 
to return you many thanks for the communication, to which I 
will not fail to give due consideration. 

I have the honor to be, 
Sir, 
Your faithful and obedient, 

J. Russell. 
Venerable Archdeacon Bathurst. 
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CHAPTER VIII. 



NARRATIVE OF LORD BROUGHAM'S CONDUCT 

TO ARCHDEACON BATHUR8T, SON OP DR. BATHURST BISHOP OF 

NORWICH. 

The following letter was written after the dismissal of the 
bill against the late Queen Caroline, on the Tuesday of the 
week preceding her Majesty's going to St. Paul's, 1820. 

Tuesday. 
Dear Sir, 

Her Majesty having appointed to go to church at 
St. Paul's on Wednesday, 29th, both she and many of her 
friends feel anxious that you should preach the sermon upon 
that occasion ; but, before asking you, I have been desired to 
ascertain how far you might feel inclined to do so. 

Believe me. 
With great esteem and respect, 

Truly yours, 

H. Brougham. 



The above letter did not, being sent to Norwich, reach my 
hands till the Friday ; I composed a short sermon, however, 
which afterwards was published and very well received by the 
people at large, and not unkindly or ungenerously by the party 
opposed. I went immediately to London, attended by Mrs. 
Bathurst, and on the following Monday the following letter 
was received by me, at Stevens' Hotel, from Mr. Brougham. 
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Monday. 
Dear Sir, 

I am sincerely vexed and sorry for the trouble I 
have given you. From not hearing before I was prevented 
writing to you; but the Bishop of Llandaff (Dean of St. 
Paul's) has, late on Saturday, refused permission to have a 
sermon preached ; and whether the rules of the cathedral will 
permit you to officiate in the service, I can't yet say, but I have 
sent to inquire. 

I am obliged to go this morning to the court of Exchequer, 
where I shall be till three, and I shall then endeavour to wait 
on you. 

I am truly uneasy at having given you so much trouble ; but, 
I presume, my addressing the letter to Norwich caused the 
delay. 

Believe me. 
With great respect and esteem. 

Yours faithfully, 

H. Brougham. 

Mr. Brougham waited upon me at Stevens' Hotel, according 
to the above intimation, and the following conversation passed 
nearly in the following words. 

Mr. Brougham : " The whole town is talking of your coming 
to London to preach. I am truly sorry to have given you so 
much trouble for nothing. It is said everywhere that you 
come to preach a violent political sermon ; had you not better 
put a letter in the papers stating what your intentions were?" 

The Archdeacon : "What will be the use of that. Sir ? Those 
who think well of me, will think so still : those who do not, 
will not believe what I say if favorable to myself. The best 
way is to publish the concern, and let it speak for itself. I 
have only a foul copy scribbled : here it is ; and if you can 
read it, do! and, if you approve it, I will publish it directly, 
and let the public judge for themselves what sort of fellow 
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I am. I will add a few lines addressed to the Dean of St. I 

Paul's." I 

Mr. Brongham (looking at the foul copy of the sermon): ] 

" Oh yes ! I can read it very well : 1 will bring it back to you I 

and tell you what I think." I 

On Thursday night the Archdeacon received the following I 

letter. 1 

Thursday night. I 
My dear Sir, 

I regret extremely not having been able to get away I 

in time to see you to-night. j 

I enclose the sermon and letter, and, I think, you can't do I 

better than print the sermon, with the few lines you mentioned 1 

this morning. I shall then beg the favor of seeing the proof I 

sheets, which I will correct if you please; and if I have any J 

material alterations to suggest, I will write to you respecting it. I 

This will save you some trouble; and, being on the spot, it 1 

will be none to me. Wishing you a pleasant journey, and with I 

best respects to Mrs. B. I 

I remain, most truly yours, 1 

H. Brocoham. I 

When I saw, as I did again, Mr, Brougham on the Thursday I 
morning, previous to his writing the above, he expressed his ' 
highest approbation of my sermon, and said, " It is just the 
thing, nothing can he better ;" and appointed to see me again 
in the evening, to which he alFudes as above, Mr. Brougham 
corrected the press, and superintended the publication of the 
sermon and the letter, which letter consisted of a few lines 
addressed to Dr. Van Mildert, Dean of St. Paul's. I left 
Town with Mrs. B. after paying our respects to the Queen, 
who expressed herself very kindly, and was particularly pleased 
with Mrs. Batliurst. The sermon, &c. having been before the 
public, there is no occasion to rip up old grievances by repub- 
lishing it. Suffice it to say, that Mr. Chancellor Yonge (Mr. 
Yonge being quite of the King's party, and a gentleman whi 
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judgment every one must respect) daid, *^ You managed it as 
well as a thing of the kind could be managed." 

King George the Fourth was angry, I understood from the 
best authority, with me for a time, under a supposition (which 
the present publication disproves) that I was a volunteer and 
nothing else, and not officially applied to in the matter. 

The following letters were received by Archdeacon Bathurst, 
in acknowledgment of his services. 

Charlotte Row, New Road, March 13th. 
Sir, 

I had the honor of presenting your sermon to her 
Most Gracious Majesty last Sunday, and I have her Majesty's 
commands to thank you for the same, and to say that her 
Majesty will have pleasure in reading it. 

I am, 
With the highest esteem and consideration. 

Yours, &c. &c. 

A. Hamilton. 
Rev. H. Bathurst. 



Sir, 

I had yesterday the honor of presenting to her Majesty 
your most excellent sermon; and I am happy in being com- 
manded by her Majesty to express her thanks to you for it, as 
well as for the exertions you have evinced in support of her 
just rights. And her Majesty has commanded me to add, she 
hopes for the pleasure of seeing you and Mrs. Bathurst when 
you come to Town. 

I am. Sir, 

With great respect. 
Your obedient humble servant, 

Jane Hood. 
Brandenburgh House, March 13th, 1821. 
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Lower Brook Street, Jan. 6th, 1821. 
Sir, 

I am commanded by her Majesty the Queen to inform 
you, that she has been pleased to nominate you her chaplain, 
and has ordered me to communicate this intelligence to you. 

I have the honor to be. 
Sir, 
Your very obedient humble servant, 

R. K. Craven, 

Vice Chamberlain. 
The Reverend Archdeacon Bathurst. 



Subsequent to the year 1820, and at different times, I have 
received the kindest letters on business, from Lord Brougham, 
concerning clients or legal cases. 

I have also more than once written to him, and have a very 
kind letter still by me, respecting a contingent parish charity 
about which I consulted him. I feel myself also much indebted 
to him, for his assistance to a family by the name of Matsell, 
and others of the town of Wells, for the advice and assistance 
of Lord Brougham, but for which I charged the clients duly to 
pay the usual fee ; whether they did or not, I cannot say. 
Lord Brougham (as Mr. Brougham) seemed always most cer- 
tainly very liberal as a legal adviser. 

I only mention these matters as showing the unabated re- 
spect with which I was treated by Lord Brougham, when Lord 
Brougham was out of office. Neither is this all ; for a few 
years' since, when the present Bishop of London, then Bishop 
of Chester, complained to the late Archbishop, respecting the 
ordination of a gentleman by the Bishop of Norwich, upon a 
Dublin degree, whom the Bishop of Chester had, as he the 
Bishop of Chester averred, declined to ordain, and the affitir 
from misrepresentation became the subject of newspaper con- 
troversy, Mr. Brougham wrote to me in great haste from the 
court of King's Bench, requesting that I would inform the 
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public of the real state of the case, which I did boldly, and in 
the most uncompromising manner; and I have strong reasons 
to believe that Mr. Brougham superintended the press of the 
" Times " newspaper, in which it was printed. 

It will not be wondered at, taking all these things into con- 
sideration, that I should feel mortified, that the same Mr- 
Brougham, when Lord Chancellor, should think me an ob- 
ject, if 1 am to judge from his conduct, unworthy of decent 
courtesy. 

Instead, however, of being very angry, I twice sent a note, 
when in London in December 1832, merely requesting an in- 
terview, and sending a pamphlet on church reform written in 
1825. To neither of these notes did I get any reply. At last, 
my patience was exhausted, and I wrote the following, ad- 
dressed to the Lord Chancellor in Westmoreland, where I un- 
derstood Lord B. was gone. 



London, December 24th, 1832, 
My Lord, 

I wrote two notes to your Lordship last week, re- 
questing an interview on business both public and private. 

To these notes, as well as to two other letters written within 
these two years since your Lordship has been Lord Chancellor, 
I have received no reply. 

And yet, my Lord, I am in a situation entitled to respect, 
and, I trust, bear a character, both public and private, which 
disgraces not ray station. And from your Lordship, who once 
honored me with distinguished notice in a time of great public 
excitement, and when, I trust, I did neither you nor myself 
discredit, it would seem I was entitled to some attention ; and 
especially when I remember several instances of personal kind- 
ness, for which I am indebted to you, before you were in your 
present high post. 

i cannot but attribute your Lordship's behaviour towards me 
to offence taken at my two letters ; and yet, my Lord, why ? 
The first was merely a letter requesting you to give me a 
good word with Lord Grey, should my name be brought up in 
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the cabinet; and I gave reasons why I thought I had, from the 
circumstance of uiy father's long proscription on account of 
his principles, and the misfortunes of bis family, aggravated 
greatly by the deprivation of those means which, had ray 
father adhered to the politics of his kind patron, Lord Bathurst, 
would never have occurred, and from some claims on my own 
account, some title to press myself on your notice. 

I was stung to the quick at your having been at Holkham, 
not long before my first letter was written, and passed by 
my door, without the least notice of me, in an escursion to 
Houghton. I felt myself pointedly neglected, and wrote under 
that impression, perhaps, in a tone which might and ought to 
have been softer to a great man ; but there was nothing to deter 
your Lordship from giving me a kind answer. 

Afterwards I wrote again, finding that you had given all your 
small preferments among the bishops, who were all, except my 
father, opposed to you and your government, and who were not 
likely to select those who had been opposed to their politics and 
public views for preferment ; and who would thus deprive 
clergy of talents and virtue, like those who had rallied for 
years, I may say, along with me in the cause of religious liberty 
in the day of its depression, from the chance of preferment, 
when those who entertained the same views, for which so many 
of them had been proscribed, were in power. It was no 
interest of my own ; for not one of your livings would benefit 
me. 

In the second letter, I may also have used any thing rather 
than the tone of supplication. But, my Lord, can you who 
have never shrunk from remonstrance, so much more vigorous 
than any used towards you, can you condemn me so severely, 
if I am liable to censure even in this point? I defy your 
Lordship to show me a disrespectful expression in either of my 
letters. 

If there be one, I am ready humbly to ask your pardon ; 
if not, my Lord, I am quite ready to leave the world and 
your own conscience to judge between us. I certainly hope, 
at all events, that you will not be my enemy because I have 
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Uttered boldly the truth ; and, be the consequence what it may, 
iio consideration shall ever induce me to refrain from express- 
ing to any one what I feel that I have a right, by myself and 
others, and what I conceive it to be my duty, to express; 
although I repeat, that if, in the manner of my expression, 
I have uttered anything improper for me to write or you to 
receive, I am quite ready upon the showing thereof to make 
suitable acknowledgment. Having no copies of the letters 
alluded to, I cannot review them so as to come to any con- 
clusion beyond general convictions; but, to the best of my 
recollection, though you might see that I wrote under feelings 
of vexation, yet you cannot charge me with any, even con- 
structive, disrespect. 

I have the honor to be. 
My Lord, 
Most respectfully yours, 

H. Bathurst. 



To the above, the following answer was received in reply : 
a more insolent and, I believe, a more insincere reply was 
never given to any human being under similar circumstances. 

Brougham, December 26th, 1832. 

The Lord Chancellor presents his best compliments to 
Archdeacon Bathurst, and assures him that his not answering 
his letters arose in no degree from taking any offence at any 
thing in them, for he has not the least recollection of having 
received them, and only knows it from the Archdeacon's letter 
which he got this morning. 

The C. received a pamphlet and a letter from the Arch- 
deacon a day or two before he left Town, and begs to return 
his thanks for it. The pamphlet ^printed in 1825) he had 
just read, before receiving the Archdeacon's letter this day. 

The Archdeacon is equally mistaken, in supposing that 
anything could be meant by the C. not calling on him two 

G 
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years ago when he was in Norfolk ; for, if he ever knew that 
he was in the Archdeacon's neighbourhood, he had entirely 
forgotten it. 



It is liardly necessary to observe, that not even the common 
expressions of respect and courtesy, or regret at such omissions, 
are used ; and Lord Brougham is hereby challenged to explain 
why and wherefore. 

It must be observed also, that " as great wits are said to 
have short memories," the proverb seems here verified; for 
Lord Brougham mnat have a very treacherous memory re- 
specting the letters which he denies having received, when I 
know that a distinguished individual was told (soon after the 
appointment of Dr. Knox to Killaloe and Dr. Whately to 
Dublin, upon refusing of which for himself the Bishop of 
Norwich had asked Lord Grey to recommend me to any Irish 
see, which might be vacant by subsequent arrangements, and 
was answered, after the said sees were disposed of, by expres- 
sions of regret that an immediate opportunity had not occurred 
of serving rae) — I know, I repeat, that a distinguished indi- 
vidual was told that a letter written by me to Lord Brougham 
had not done me any good. 

In reply to Lord Brougham's third-person-note of December 
26th, I made tlie following rejoinder, at which, I trust, the 
public will not be surprised. 



London, Friday, Dec. 28lh, 1832. 

Archdeacon Bathurst presents hia best compliments to the 
Lord Chancellor, and is glad to find that the Chancellor did 
not intentionally neglect to reply to his letters; but must say 
that the letter of the Chancellor, received this day, is neither 
in those handsome or cordial terms whicJi the Archdeacon feels 
that the honor which the Chancellor once did him, and the 
professions of respect which the Chancellor has so often made 
for the Bishop of Norwich and himself, enlitled him to expect. 
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Archdeacon Batliurst has done nothing to deserve either the 
n^lect or coolness of Lord Brougham ; and, if that coolness 
be intended, he only throws it back, under a conviction of 
having deserved better, and concludes by reminding Lord 
Brougham of his own, and above all his dear father's services ; 
and that it was the tyrant Frederick of Prussia who said, "We 
squeeze the orange and then throw away the pulp." 

Upon Lord Brougham's dismissal from office, fhe Arch^ 
deacon, desirous to heal all differences, wrote the following 
leftter. 

North Creak, 19th Not. 1834. 
My dear Lord, 

The ways of Providence are inscruta;ble, and the v6ry 
caprices of men and changes of their tempers work together 
for good. 

If, as a part of that good, the present change of your for- 
tunes and situation shall have afforded me an opportunity of 
endeavouring to conciliate you, and remove a misunderstanding 
between us, witho«t the possible impuitaiion of truckling to 
power, I shall consider it one of the kind results of changed 
circumstances. 

Eniclosed, I send yott three of your awn letters — two of 
them when not in power, one when in power. All I ask, is 
a candid and private, and (if you please, and will state it to be 
so, and I have particular reasons for your stating your com- 
munication to be confidential, if you wish it to be so) a con- 
fidential communication of the reasons for your changed tone 
and style. 

I am, your faithfnl servant, 

H. Bathurst. 

To this letter Lord Broughams made no reply. It is only 
candid to say that, previous to the above letter, the Archdeacon 
had written the following letter, in consequence of a strange 
sort of note received from Lord Brougham early in October 

g2 
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1834, in which Lord Brougham declared, in epite of all that 
passed, that he was not aware how he had offended. To which 
astonishing assurance it was replied as follows. 

12, Hereford Street, London, 
Oct. 14th, 1834. 
My Lord, 

If anything could astonish me after your past conduct, 
it would be your assertion, this day received, that you could I 
not enter into any correspondence with me, on the subject of J 
the offence given to me, because you found it impossible to j 
guess what it could be. 

In a pamphlet, now in the possession of a uohle Lord well I 
known to you, and which has been seen and read by another ' 
noble Lord equally well known to you, if not by hia Majesty 
himself, I have at full length, and with particulars, staled your 
behaviour to me. I will not repeat them ; but I may put the 
following questions. 

1. Is it no cause of offence to have neglected to notice four 
letters, two of them requesting an interview; and when yoa 
received a fifth, after not only having avoided an interview* 
which there was abundance of time to have granted, but to 
have answered the fifth letter coldly, and without even noticing 
the most important topics of any previous letter ? 

2. Was it no offence to neglect another letter, in which I re- 
spectfully explained to you my motives and reasons for having 
troubled you at all, with notice of my claims, &c. 'i 

3. Was it no offence to treat with pointed neglect and con- 
tempt the claims of the Bishop of Norwich and his son, vrhen 
you were in power, and to have deprived the Bishop of those 
livings to which he had nominated J Presuming that you 
would keep your word as to the delegation of power respecting 
them, which you bad promised as to livings under two hundred 
a year generally, to the bishop, — to have opposed in the cabinet 
the claims of me his son to go to Ireland, me, who am by blood 
and my father's and my own services ao connected with Irelaod, 
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' — to have rummaged up Dr. Wliately from my ovrn father's 

diocese to supersede me, — to have not only made no excuse or 
otfered any kind and heating word lo rae on such occasion, but 
to have treated me as if you had never heard of me before, ex- 
cepting as a clergyman who in the cabinet you objected to (if 
you are not grossly belied) as being a political clergyman, when 
you had honored me by calling me on the greatest political oc- 
casion that ever occurred (I mean as to Queen Caroline) in the 
most distinguished manner to public notice: — where was the 
consistency or honor in this? 

4. Was it no offence to forget me so far, and the claims of 
the only Bishop, and almost the only Archdeacon, who had 
supported the cause of civil and religious liberty in the hour of 
adversity, as not to notice either in word or deed my applica- 
tion, made in my second letter, in behalf, not of myself, but my 
professional brethren, in the only diocese in England, who had 
rallied with my father and me in the same cause when most 
wanted, and most against their interests? 

5. Was it no offence to have left unnoticed every gentle and 
kind attempt at a better understanding, when I wrote another 
letter after you were out of office, kindly and in the most con- 
ciliatory manner ; sending two of your letters, written in the 
kindest way some years since, together with your cold and un- 
generous note when in office, that you might compare tliem to- 
gether and explain the cause of your altered style ; — when you 
could allege nothing in my character or conduct to excuse your 
altered behaviour, and when Lord Bayning, Mr. Chancellor 
Yonge, and some of the highest Tory opponents among the 
clergy in Norfolk were ready to write, and the former did write, 
(as Lord Albemarle knows) in testimony to my character 
and pretensions? 

6. Was it no offence to hunt up Mr. Sedgwick for the only 
stall which you had to give in Norwich, and forgetting the son 
of the Bishop of Norwich, who had been so pointedly insulted 
and neglected by you and Lord Grey during your possession 
of power, to let him remain to the last hour of your official 
authority, so pointedly, in the trying and in these times often 
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irksome post of parish priest, which he has filled for tliirty 
years, when you might have given him the offer of a Town resi- 
dence in exchange for one of his livings at least ; and not only 
so, but to have passed over Mr. Keppel, the son of the Earl of 
Albemarle, one of the most disinterested friends of the popular 
cause in England, and that respectable phalanx of clerg;y, 
whom I had reminded you of as having so distinguished 
themselves in the cause of civil and religious liberty;— was 
it no oifence to have swamped all these as if they had never 
existed, and to have placed Mr. Sedgwick in Norwich, to 
supersede all the claims of so many good and true and de- 
serving men, in the only diocese of the only Bishop distin- 
guished for principles which you profess to honor? 

7. Was it no offence, when the family of the Bishop of 
Norwich had so long and so much suffered for the noble and 
disinterested part in public life which he had taken, that Lord 
Brougham should treat all this when in power as if no such 
person had been ever heard of? 

My Lord, your memory must greatly fail you, and make you 
justly liable to that almost universal charge of a want of truth 
and sincerity, which is made against you by those who have 
known you of late, if yoo can pretend to forget all these things, 
or to be ignorant of the existence of these causes of complaint 
on my part. Rather, my Lord, acknowledge your inconsis- 
tency, your shameful, your cruel, your astonishing neglect of 
your best friends in the day of your power; your insolence, your 
unkindness, your ingratitude to them. Ask pardon for your 
folly and your presumption; or, if your conduct does not deserve 
such harsh terms, and you erred only with a view to come by- 
and-bye more effectually to a bolder display of better feelings, 
a. If you regret your mistakes and inconsistencies, say 
so. " Myself will mount the rostrum in your favor and plead 
your pardon to the people." 

I am, &c. &e. 

H. Bathurst. 
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The foJlowiiig letter alludes to farther strong remonstrances, 
I Bent by tlie Archdeacon to Lord Brougham, respecting his 
induct, which Lord Brougham is quite welcome to publish, 
' but which, as they seem to have been all thrown away, are not 
I worth repeating here. 

It was five years before the Archdeacon could get oven the 
I Allowing decently kind answer. The Archdeacon replied that 
I his opinion of the conduct which he had experienced remained 
Bs before. 

Brougham, 2l8t March, 1836. 

Lord Brougham's compliments to Archdeacon Bathurst; he 

I really can hardly conceive how the Archdeacon should expect 

I answers to letters written in the terms which he has of late 

permitted himself to use ; more especially as Lord Brougham, 

. quite certain that the neglect of which the Archdeacon 

I complains, namely, that some letters in 1 834 were not answered, 

I been explained either by himself, or the secretary who 

I liad the charge of his correspondence. Nevertheless, Lord 

I Brougham is desirous, on account of what Archdeacon Bathurst 

I «ays respecting the Bishop of Norwich, to deny in the most 

1 positive terms, any inattention to that most excellent person, 

for whom he entertains the same sentiments of respect and 

[ esteem, which every one who knows him must feel. 

Lord Brougham is also confident that when the Bishop ac- 
kcompanied the refusal of Lord Grey's offer, with a recom- 
] mendation of Archdeacon Bathurst, Lord Grey and all his 
I colleagues would have been much gratified, had circumstances 
I put it in Lord Grey's power to comply with that recom- 
I mendation. He has no doubt that the present ministers en- 
I tertain the same sentiments towards the Bishop of Norwich, 
J nor does he know of any disposition on their part to undervalue 
I ■the merits of the Archdeacon himself. 



On a fresh application, for an explanation of Lord Brougham's 
I conduct, the following letter was received ; and it is fair by 
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Lord Brougham to state, and jaat by Archdeacon Bathurst, 
that Lord Brougham told a third person that he hoped this 
letter might be of use to the Archdeacon : but was there ever ( 
such a mass of inconsistency ? 

Berkeley Square, Dec. 8th, 1836. 
Lord Brougham presents his compliments to Archdeacon 
BathuTst, and is extremely sorry that the Archdeacon should 
still labour under the impression of Lord B.'s having ill used 
him in any respect. He can only again say, that when the 
Archdeacon tirst made this complaint. Lord B. referred to the 
gentleman who acted as secretary while he was in office (Mr. 
Le Merchant), and he understood that the neglect in answering 
the Archdeacon's letters had then been explained. Lord B. 
has really no distinct recollection of the circumstances, nor 
even of the precise subject of the Archdeacon's complaint. 

He has understood that the Archdeacon supposes Lord B. 
to have had some hand in making promotions in the church, 
with which be had nothing whatever to do. But of one thing 
he can assure the Archdeacon, that both he and the whole of 
the government with which he was connected, always enter- 
tained the greatest desire to show their sincere respect for 
Bishop Bathurst and his family ; and that he is convinced they 
lamented not having had it in their power to meet the Arch- 
deacon's wishes. Nor has he any reason to doubt that the 
present government have the same sense of the Archdeacon's 
merits ; though) of course, respecting this he can do nothing. 

Lord B. must add, that if the Archdeacon shall think il 
right to make the appeal to the public which he alludes to. 
Lord B. has no wish to prevent him, although he really does 
not Bee how it can be of any use. 
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CHAPTER IX. 



After my father's death, I received no mark of kindness, no 
word of recollection, no inuendo of good feeling towards me 
and my father's family ; but, before I took any public steps, 
I applied to a noble Lord, nearly connected with the Court, 
to sound the government respecting their intentions towards 
me. His answer was, that •* generally they spoke kindly of 
me, but that he could get nothing satisfactory." I also wrote 
to Lord Melbourne in terms of bitter complaint at the entire 
neglect and indiflference which I experienced, and received no 
notice of my complaint. I then published my remonstrance 
in the " True Sun," in June 1837, which I find is now pleaded 
in justification of the treatment which I have experienced. 

That letter was strong, (perhaps) imprudent ; but having re- 
peatedly assured Lord Melbourne that if he would point out 
anything there said which exceeded truth or propriety, I would 
publicly apologize to him for it. I feel that the plea of this 
letter only shows the harshness with which I have been treated 
more clearly, and especially as having before declared he could 
give me no hope of relieving my difficulties by promotion in 
the church. Lord Melbourne, in reply to a letter which he 
addressed to my brother on the subject of my public letter of 
June 1837, said that he regretted, for my own sake and my 
family's sake, that I had written that letter; thereby intimating 
what I knew he and others of his party said, that he meant to 
serve me ; and this, after having wounded and irritated me by 
the way in which he had treated me, and as it would seem, 
having goaded me by unkindness to ofiend him. This is the 
ungenerous plea made against me, only exposing the more the 
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lieartless iiisincerty of the man who can thus meanly and I 
cruelly throw the blame of the damage done to my family on 
my temper and natural indignation. I leave, however, my 
family and the public safely to make all due allowances for the J 
provocations which I have received, and to infer how much I 
more just and generous it would have been to have pocketed 1 
the affronts of my letter, as has been done so much more sig^l 
nally by Mr. O'Connell, whose affronts have not only 1 
pocketed but rewarded. 



The following letters will show the difference of conduct io J 
Tories from that of Whigs in general. They were written J 
(with one or two others lost) in consequence of an application 
by Archdeacon Bathurat to the late Earl of Eidon, when 
Chancellor, to get a man out of prison who was confined under J 
an attachment from Chancery. The Archdeacon gave Lord I 
Eldon a great deal of trouble, and no one could be more good- | 
natured than his Lordship. 

Encombe, October I3lh, 1820. 
Sir, 

I have received your second letter with the advertise- j 
ment respecting Mr. Wood. 

If you will be so good as to inquire who were the solicitors 
in the cause in which this person's answer was required, and 
particularly who was the solicitor for the plaintiff in the cause, 
and let me know the result, I shall be enabled to make further , 
inquiry into it. 

With respect to precedent, nothing is more misunderstood | 
than what is called a commitment by the Court of Chancery J 
for contempt of the Court. The plaintiff in the present case, i 
in all other cases, has a right by law to demand the answer of I 
the defendant. The suit according to law can't proceed till that J 
answer is filed. Having that right, he has also a right lo 1 
compel the Court to commit the parly who will not answer, until ■ 
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he doe3 answer; this is commonly called a commitment for 
contempt of the Court ; but the party is not committed because 
the Court has any inclination to commit him, but because the 
order for commitment is a process which the plaintiff can 
compel the Court to make. 

In the present case, therefore, the Court, I apprehend, as the 
Court, it will turn out, could do nothing but commit and 
continue the commitment till the defendant answered. If the 
not answering was occasioned by inability to bear the expense 
of answering, the Court can't relieve that inability ; but I have 
never known the Court, or the gentlemen practising in the 
Court, refuse, fts far as individuals they can act, to relieve the 
party of expense, if properly applied to. Indeed, in the case 
of a suit to foreclose a mortgage, it is generally so much the 
interest of a plantiff to have an answer, as to make it desirable 
for him to pay the expense of the defect in answering upon his 
oath and according to his own view of what is the truth of his 
case. 

The Court can only act, as a Court, according to law. It 
cannot as a Court take away the plaintiff's riffht to have an 
answer. If it acts according to law, that is all which as a 
Court it can do. How far they who constitute the Court may, 
as other individuals, relieve pecuniary distress, is another 
matter ; but that can't be relieved till it has been made known. 

When I hear again from you, I shall not fail to make all 
proper inquiriei?, and in the mean time, 

I am Sir, 
With much respect. 

Your obedient servant, 

Eldon. 

If you see the Bishop, pray tender to his Lordship my kindest 
respects. 

Dear Sir, 

I am sorry to give you more trouble ; but what 
I want is, information who is the solicitor or agent in London 
in the cause, in consequence of which the person is in custody. 
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The country attorney employs some solicitor in Town, and it is 
from him I can require information. 

I am, Sir, 

With respect. 
Your obedient servant. 

Eloon. 



FROM THE ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY. 

Lambeth, April 8th, 1837. 
Dear Mr. Archdeacon, 

On receiving your letter, I sent to Doctors' Commons 
to obtain the information which you desired. Inclosed is the 
answer to my secretary from the chief clerk of the Re^ster 
Office, who, I am told, is an experienced man and may be 
depended on. 

Your lamented father has dropped into the grave like a ripe 
sheaf, full of years and honors. It must be a consolation to 
you, as it is gratifying to all his friends, to know that he died 
as he had lived, in serenity and peace. 

I remain. 
Dear Mr. Archdeacon, 

Your faithful servant. 

W. Cantuar. 



Contrast the following reply of Sir Robert Peel, to a letter 
addressed to him on the poor laws, with Lord John Russell's 
uppish answer. 

Whitehall, March 7th, 1841. 
Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter on the subject of the existing poor laws, which 
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although dated 16th Feb. was not received by me until the 2nd 
or 3rd inst. 

I feel much obliged by the communication with which you 
have favored me, and which I have read with the attention to 
which it is fully entitled. I must at the same time observe, 
that it does not appear to me, that the plan which you propose 
as a substitute for the present system of poor laws would admit 
of practical application generally. 

I have the honor to be, Sir, 

Your obedient and humble servant, 

Robert Peel. 
The Rev. Archdeacon Bathurst. 



The following is a letter from Daniel O'Connell, Esq., in 
reply to a letter from Archdeacon Bathurst, expressive of his 
satisfaction at the conciliating line adopted by Mr. O'Connell 
at the meeting at Norwich respecting the Norwich Union Life 
Office; and adding a hope that Mr. O'Connell would in all 
things adopt the like line in public matters, and would do his 
utmost to remind the Whig government of the obligations 
under which the friends of civil and religious liberty are to 
the late Bishop of Norwich and his son, the Archdeacon, in the 
church ; and that he would read the life of the late Bishop of 
Norwich, and call the attention of the Irish Catholics to the 
subscription for a monument to the late Bishop ; not one of 
whom (viz. Irish Catholics) has given a name as subscriber, 
except the Right Hon. F. Blake, Chief Remembrancer, and he 
has never paid the £5 proposed. 

London, 9th December, 1837. 
Sir, 

I had the honor to receive a letter from you this 
morning, and feel much obliged by your reference to the life 
of your venerated father, which I will certainly procure and 
peruse with deep interest. He was indeed a superior being. 
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an ornaitient to his own church, and an honor to our common I 
Christianity. I earnestly hope he is now enjoying in inex- I 
pressible beatitude the reward of his pure virtues, 

I did imagine that you were disposed to deal with me harshly $ I 
but there was not one element in my composition to allow r 
to retaliate. I am very glad to find tliat I was mistaken in my 1 
first opinion, and that you are kind enough to think more I 
favorably of me. 

I have the honor to be, respectfully, 

Your very obedient ser\-ant, 

Daniel O'Cohnell. 
Very Rev. Archdeacon Bathurst. 

N.B. I believe I expressed a hope that Mr, O'Conneil would I 
yet be awakened to sentiments of just gralitude lo his bene- 
factor. — ! fallacem hominum spem ! 



The following is a letter from Lord Melbourne, in reply to a J 
letter from Archdeacon Bathurst, in winch the Archdeacon 
alluded to a letter written by a third person (to his Lordship), 
pointing out the injurious and unjust consequences of his Lord- ■ 
ship's conduct towards the Archdeacon. In his letter, th<8l 
Archdeacon disavowed any knowledge of the letter so written*^ 
though gratified by it in finding it out accidentally, and de- 
clared that he would not retract a word he had said regarding 
the treatment he had received, and must not be understood as 
so doing. In that letter, he requested Lord Melbourne to r 
his Memoir of his Father's Life, and to present a petition to th# 
Queen for him. 

Windsor Castle, Sep. 2Gth, 1837. 
Sir, 

I have this morning received your letter of the 25tt 
inst. I am sorry to perceive by it that erroneous impressiom 
respecting me still continue to keep possession of your miiv 
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I will say no more upon this subject ; but I only write for the 
purpose of assuring you that I will read your Memoir of your 
father, and that I will submit to her Majesty any petition 
which you may submit to me. 

And I remain, Sir, 
Your faithful and obedient servant, 

Melbourne. 
The Venerable Archdeacon Bathurst. 



Copy of a Petition sent to her Majesty the Queen through 

Viscount Melbourne. 

TO THE queen's MOST EXCELLENT MAJESTY. 

This humble Petition sheweth — 

That your petitioner is the eldest son of Dr. Henry 
Bathurst, deceased. Bishop of Norwich, the friend of and 
martyr to the cause of civil and religious liberty : That your 
petitioner is the son of one who, in the feelings of every hono- 
rable man, established a cluim during his life, aboye all other . 
claims in the church, upon the honor and gratitude of a liberal 
government, within your Majesty's dominions : That your pe*- 
titioner is, and has been for twenty-three years past, Arch- 
deacon of Norwich : That your petitioner did, daring what may 
be called the day of Ireland's adversity, uphold and support 
the cause of *' Justice to Ireland," together with his fether, 
rallying for years a respectable body of clergy in favor of the 
same cause, and yet living on the most friendly terms with that 
great remaining body of clergy in his extensive archdeaconry 
who were most opposed to his opinions, and receiving the con- 
stant testimony of their kindness and respect: That he has been 
thirty-four years a parish priest,, active and regularly resident, 
and he trusts without reproacb : That in spite of his Other's 
wishes in his behalf for his promotion in the church, and more 
especially to the Irish bench, in the country dear to the late 
Bishop, your petitioner's father, on account of her who was the 
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companion and friend of Lis life and the wife of his bosom, J 
and indebted to him for his public services : That in spite J 
of all this, your petitioner has been passed by under three sue- I 
cessive administrations during seven years, in a manner moat ] 
mortifying and moat affronting, and drawing upon him sum 
that in official quarters there must be objections of a serious I 
nature, even a shadow of which imputation your Majesty's I 
Prime Minister utterly disclaims, and a similar disclaimer of ^ 
which your petitioner, if called upon, can show in the hand- 
writing of other most distinguished men, now or late ministers ] 
of the Crown : 

That your petitioner's father was honored by the respect, 
regard, and attachment of your Majesty's father, of most res- 
pected memory: , 

That your petitioner only asks of your Majesty what is just I 
and honorable by his father's memory and by his own preten- 
sions; and that your Majesty may form a correct estimate of a 
the same, your petitioner respectfully solicits your acceptance ] 
of a copy of the Memoir of his Father's Life, by your petitioner l 
compiled and written, and which, immediately upon its issuing,] 
complete from the press, shall, if agreeable, be tendered I 
your Majesty by Viscount Melbourne, your Majesty's presenfcj 
Prime Minister; and your petitioner only further ventures to I 
express a hope, should your petitioner's case appear to be fairljrl 
made out, that your Majesty will command your confidential! 
servants to reconsider the manner in which your petitioner has 
been treated, with a view to the doing what by him is equitable 
and creditable, and what by themselves, be boldly adds, is just 
and honorable. 

And your petitioner will ever pray, &c. 

(Signed) Henry Bathurst. 



No notice was taken of, or reply ever made to, this 
notwithstanding Lord Melbourne's previous promise. 
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CHAPTER X. 



COMMENTS, AND MORE MATTER. 

The wrongs of an individual unconnected with public aflFairs 
may not generally be of importance suflBicient to attract public 
notice; but, considering the whole matter here detailed, the 
editor of this publication fearlessly appeals to the community 
at large, whether the life and fortunes of Dr. Bathurst, Bishop 
of Norwich, and his family, — considering the times in which 
Dr. B. lived, and the peculiar circumstances under which he 
acted, — are not of important interest to friends of civil and 
religious liberty, and to any one (whether Whig or Tory) who 
takes an interest in public afiairs? How is it, then, that after 
ail the services and sacrifices illustrated in the life of this the 
only Bishop who stood forth the champion of Catholics and 
dissenters, that not ^Ar^e dissenters subscribed to the "Memoir" 
of his life ; and not one Irish Catholic (except the Right Hon. 
F. Blake, and he never paid anything) and very few English 
Catholics, to his monument? — the expense of which has been 
defrayed more by the personal affection of opponents than the 
honorable gratitude of those who professed to admire his public 
character and principles, as well as his private virtues. 

The affair tells badly for the individuals or the cause ! and 
not very well for human nature. 

To deprive his enemies of any satisfactory answer to the 
charge of insolent and cruel neglect and injustice on the part 
of the Whig and Whig-radical governments, the editor of this 
book concludes with the two following letters from Lord 
Melbourne. The first is to Mrs. Bathurst, in reply to a re- 
monstrance from her to Lord Melbourne, on the score, not 

H 
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only of the loss and damage as to fortunes done to her 
husband, the Archdeacon, by the pointed and studied neglect 
and affronts offered by a Whig government to her husband, 
but the injury done to his character/ undeservedly, in con- 
sequence ; the inferences drawn, and intimations made by 
those who supported the government, and who, in particular 
instances mentioned, had declared, in vindication of the go- 
vernment, that they must have had some personal objections 
of a serious nature to the Archdeacon; and one of whom, 
when assured of the declaration of Lord Melbourne that he 

had none such, said, " then he (Lord M.) must be a d — d ** 

The second letter is addressed to Archdeacon Bathurst, in 
reply to a letter assuring Lord Melbourne that his Lordship's 
answer had accidentally fallen into his (the Archdeacon's) 
hands; that he (the Archdeacon) was ignorant of the com- 
munication made by Mrs. Bathurst, though gratified at her 
kind intentions; but that he begged distinctly to say that he 
could not retract a syllable he had said on the score of the 
usage he had received, and only wished Lord Melbourne to 
read the " Memoir" of his father's life, and to present a 
petition for him to her Majesty. 



No. 1. 

LORD MELBOURNE TO MRS. BATHURST. 

Windsor Castle, Sept. 22nd, 1837. 
Madam, 

I have received this morning your letter of the 
20th instant; and I can assure you that I bear nothing but 
goodwill towards Archdeacon Bathurst, although he has more 
than once addressed me in a style and manner of which I 
cannot but think that I have reason to complain. Circum- 
stances do not permit me to hold out much hope of my being 
able to promote your husband in his profession ; but I do not 
consider that there is the shadow of an imputation upon his 
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character, or that there is anything to detract from the general 
respect in which he always has been and still continues to be 
held. 

I remain, Madam, 
Your faithful and obedient servant, 

Melbourne. 



No. 2. 

LORD MELBOURNE TO ARCHDEACON BAtHURST. 

Windsor Castle, Sept. 26th, 1837. 
Sir, 

I have this morning received yonr letter of the 25th 
instant. I am sorry to perceive by it erroneous impressions 
respecting me still continue to keep possession of your mind. 
I will say no more on this subject ; but I only write for the 
purpose of assuring you, that I will read your Memoir of your 
father's life, and that I will submit to her Majesty any petition 
which you may entrust to me. 

I remain. Sir, 
Your faithful and obedient servant, 

Melbourne. 



Thus ends the history of the services and sacrifices of Dr. 
Bathurst, Bishop of Norwich, in behalf of civil and religious 
liberty. Lord Holland admits that no person calling himself 
a Whig ought to do otherwise than gratify any wish in his 
power which the Bishop of Norwich might express. He ex- 
presses his respect, and offers his friendship, &c. &c. to the 
son ; and then justifies and excuses the conduct of the Whig 
government towards liim, without a single reason pleaded for 
such excuse, and a declaration that Archdeacon Bathurst had 
given no offence to this Whig government, and was not 
proscribed. 

h2 
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Lord Melbourne admits tlie father's high claims and the 
son's deserts; and then they belong to a government, who 
grudgingly and clumsily did justice to the Bishop's son, the 
general; and pointedly insulted (by putting men above him 
who had not the smallest just pretensions to he placed above 
him) the eldest and only son in the church of the same Bishop, 
being the only dignitary, except one, now alive, who ever advo- 
cated, and with effect and zeal supported, those measures and 
principles which they so professed to venerate in the father. 
And a Whig government actually inflicted, by their conduct, 
the grossest insult and injury upon the character of the son 
and family of the Bishop, and treated that son with an insult 
and degrading injury with such perseverance (however incon- 
sistent, as has been shown, with their professions) as to oblige 
that son to give to the world this publication of documents, 
wherehy ingratitude, insolence, want of heart, cruelly, and in- 
justice may be self-shown and self-convicted. 

The friends of ministers, and even ministers themselves, 
have given out that it was their intention very handsomely 
to have remembered the publisher of these documents, had he 
not (as they call it) abused them. Abused them ! — But the 
tenor of the correspondence given speaks for itself, and answers 
whether it deserves the name of abuse. Beraonstrance it may 
be called, certainly ; but how weak and soft compared with the 
expressions of base, bloody, and brutal, once applied to them by 
their right-hand man, Mr. Daniel O'Connell! — or with the 
language of Earl Grey in the Norfolk petition of 1817, when 
the Tory ministry were denominated " Enemies to the Throne 
and the people for suspending the Habeas Corpus act," — when 
that very Earl Grey, when minister, passed the Irish Coercion 
act, armed with martial law! — that very Earl Grey who, ia 
concert with a Mr. Robert (now Sir Robert) Adair, and another 
nobleman far more consistent than either of the above per- 
sonages, concocted that celebrated Norfolk petition ■ the dis- 
astrous results of which, when the petition was submitted lo 
the writer of these pages the evening before the Norfolk county 
meeting in 1817, were distinctly predicted by him, — though he 
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did all he could to uphold still the party which his father had 
espoused. 

Ill too does it become a Hobhouse, and the like of him, to 
be bumptious at a few strong expressions, when such an indi- 
vidual could be lavish enough, so long as he thought himself 
safe from personal consequences, of abusive and even insolent 
language, as will be seen illustrated in these pages. But it is 
needless to add more. Only let it be remembered for ever, 
that the Bishop of Norwich was proscribed indeed while living, 
because he opposed those who had been his warmest and best 
friends ! And the interests of the same Bishop, in the person 
of his son, who had been cordially recommended by him, and 
had faithfully trodden in his fathers steps, were not only sacri- 
ficed to the personal resentment of a sovereign, but every 
neglect and unkindness that could be showed by indirect means 
in the disposition of church preferment, and the most pointed 
and unmitigated affronts to him personally were heaped on his 
head by Whig gratitude, and without effort or remonstrance on 
the part of the Catholic or dissenting interest, in whose cause 
the Bishop had sacrificed so much, and without, except from a 
very very few individuals, a tribute to his memory, either by 
aiding the record of his life, or contributing a trifle to raise a 
monument to his memory ! Let the advocates of popular prin- 
ciples for ages to come remember this ! And, moreover, let it 
be known unto all men, that, from the time when Lord Grey 
first took the government of the country upon him, to the ex- 
piration of Lord Melbourne's government, the Whig cabinet 
opened the doors for every possible misrepresentation and 
calumny against those in the church, to my certain know- 
ledge, whom they ought to have supported and upheld ; — that 
against myself, they allowed King William's ear to be poisoned 
because I had taken part in public affairs, though on the 
same side to which they complained of the church being 
generally opposed ; they allowed a political proscription to be 
continued against me as it was against my father; and that 
against another individual they actually pleaded personal ob- 
jections, without giving him for years even the opportunity oS 
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any [lu^sible vindication; and that they who were su luud when 
in ojtpoeilion against epies and informers, actually listened 1o 
and encouraged assasttins of the character of these same de- 
serving supporters, without giving those supporters an oppor- 
tunity of meeting their secret enemies Face to face. And they 
have treated, as far as in them lay, with the silent and inferred 
character of unworthinees and iucompeteney, men like myself, 
but who had not, so fortunately as I have, their own written 
admissions for their vindication, convicting tbem of hypocrisy, 
and cruelty, and falsehood ; and leaving those men whom 
they have insulted and injured vainly to pray — (and I speak 
what I know.) — 

" Ec ic *oti KOI oKiaaoi'." 
Nor is this all. The Whig cabinet, from Lord Grey down 
to Lord Melbourne's last Rump, was a scandal shop, not only 
against friends, but against each other. One would think 
that the things which have been said of Lord Grey would 
have made him tender of others, and that the crosses of life 
would have hindered him from always showing temper, even 
so that, like a petted lady's-maid, he should give, as he did, 
his master warning once a week while in place. 



I 



ATTEMPTS AT CONCILIATION. DUKE OF SUSSEX; LORD 

LEICESTER; LORD GREY; LOKD HBLBODBNE. 



To prove that no effort at conciliation has been neglected 1 
before the last and most painful steps of this publication had 
been taken, I beg to say that I wrote to the Duke of Sussex in 
October 1838, and expressed a hope that when he reconsidered 
the unreasonable strength of some of his expressions to r 
his letter of 1837, upon the intention of publishing certain 
correspondence which is the principal part of these documents, 
he would make allowance for the sharpness of my reply, and 
consent to bury every thing personal between i 
To this, his Royal Highness, in a respectful 



1 oblivion. ^^ 
in some ^| 
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respects, very kind answer, consented ; and had I his Royal 
Highness's consent, I should be proud to give that reply to the 
public, as it does honor to his heart and head. Before this, I 
wrote to Lord Leicester as follows, when he appeared not likely 
to survive the serious illness, which he had in the summer of 
1838. 

North Creak, August 3rd, 1838. 

Archdeacon Bathurst hears with concern that Lord Leicester 
continues in a precarious state of health ; and deeply impressed 
with the increased uncertainty of a life so valuable in many 
respects to the community, and so deserving of consideration 
from the Archdeacon on account of the regard had for Lord 
Leicester by his (the Archdeacon's) late father, once more offers 
the hand of reconciliation, only adding the expression of a 
hope, so often disappointed, that it be at last accepted ; not 
merely as the pledge of goodwill, but the pledge of a desire to 
restore a cordial feeling on both sides, without which a recon- 
ciliation is always a farce. 



LORD Leicester's answer. 



August 6th, 1838. 

Lord Leicester was always desirous of being upon the most 
friendly and neighbourly terms with Archdeacon Bathurst; 
and was very much gratified by his letter to him this morning 
to find that his sentiments were congenial to his own. Lady 
Leicester unites in all kind feelings to yourself and Mrs. 
Bathurst. 



The letter is given exactly as written on a sick bed ; and 
that circumstance of course is quite sufficient to account for 
the trifling inaccuracy of the change of person in the note. 
To this reply, the Archdeacon answered by the following 
note: — 
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August 6tb, 1838. 

My Lord, 

I received your reply to my note with pleasure. I 
am obliged to go to-morrow on my parochial visitation, and I 
dine with the High Sheriff at Norwich. When I return I will 
make it my business to call. It will not be till next week ; 
but I would not go without doing what I have done. 

May God smooth the remainder of your passage here! — May 
you yet be spared for some time^ and may you join, whenever 
you are taken hence, those that you loved in life, who have 
gone before you, or may follow after you, in that world where 
all misapprehensions shall be cleared up, and all heartburnings 
quenched for ever. 

It would have been an ill meeting with my father should 
either of us have gone to the grave without being able to make 
a better report than for years past could have been made. 

Mrs. Bathurst is at Yarmouth. It was her great wish that 
we should be reconciled ; and I hope that the advance which I 
have made will be deemed honorable to all parties. With best 
respects to Lady Leicester, 

I am, respectfully. 

Your faithful servant, 

H. Bathurst. 

The following week I called, and was received kindly. I 
did not (though unaltered in my opinion as to the necessity, 
under ordinary circumstances, of a full explanation, with a 
view to effect a sincere return to mutual good feeling) under 
the circumstances of the case press more ; and on the admis- 
sion of a wish to return, what had before been declined, to a 
cordial feeling, I considered all done which was necessary to 
my consistency or honor. This wish, however, was never 
realized by practice, beyond two or three calls ; and when an 
amiable connection of Lord Leicester proposed to him that he 
should take some steps to produce a good understanding be- 
tween me and Lord Melbourne, Lord Leicester declined the 
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attempt, and showed plainly that he was not in his heart 
reconciled. It is my wish, however, out of respect to his 
amiable and excellent lady and her family, whose kindness 
never will be forgotten by me, to close this part of the history, 
contenting myself with adding, that if anything could have 
made amends for the tremendous mischief inflicted on my 
family by my father's intimacy with Mr. Coke, it would have 
been the kindness of the Earl of Albemarle and parts of his 
family. 

The following letter was dated. North Creak, October 22nd, 
1838, and addressed to Lord Melbourne. 

My Lord, 

I learn from good authority that false impressions 
have been made upon your mind as to my remaining in a state 
of hostility towards you, and general reprobation of you ; and 
I beg to say that, except as to what I said in my ''Memoir," 
I have certainly, since your Lordship's letter of September last 
year, not spoken personally in a disrespectful manner of you, 
though I may have repeated my complaint of the treatment 
which I have met with. Of one or two others, who appeared 
hostile generally to me, I have spoken as I felt ; but as to your 
Lordship, I am willing to throw myself yet (if allowed) upon 
your honor, only requesting you to give me fairly the means of 
facing any enemy I may have ; and as to all men, even those 
who have insulted and injured me most, God knows it is my 
wish not to have any further discussion, if I can avoid it. 

Your Lordship never acknowledged the receipt of my peti- 
tion to the Queen, sent last year; but I have no doubt it was 
honestly dealt by. 

Name the pledge which you require of my future conduct 
towards you, and I will (if I can with honor) for my dear wife 
and children's sake, comply with it. 

Be content, my Lord, with the sufferings which Lord Grey 
and yourself have inflicted on me, for the offence of applying 
in terms too plain, and by a statement of my fair claims too 
strong, for the ears of men in power. They were not meant 
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to be offensive, nor have I said, in any instance, any more than 
in my conscience my character and circumstances required ; 
and if it be otherwise, my intentions were not in fault, — no, 
not even in the strong remonstrances used in my memoir of 
my father ; they seemed no more than a duty to myself, rather 
than an offence to you. 

At all events, considering the unhappy results to my father's 
family from his connection with the Whigs, and even though 
I have felt it my duty to oppose a government composed of 
men whom I considered, by sacrificing such men as my father 
and myself, to have sacrificed their principles, — seeing yet that 
you have mortified my pride, pointedly placed my inferiors in 
my profession above me, without one word of kindness, and 
wounded my feelings so, that my wife, uneasy at my troubled 
mind, wrote to you on the subject, — seeing that you had de- 
graded me in the eyes of the world, and made men surmise all 
manner of reasons for your conduct, when you professed so 
much for my father, — seeing that you have kept back my 
family, aggravating, as I could show, the distress of my cir- 
cumstances, arising from cruel law proceedings as to property 
detained, in more instances than one, — seeing that you have 
dishonored me in the eyes of the country, — at last, my Lord, 
both you and your colleagues relent ! Be satisfied with the 
punishment I have suffered — admit that I have been hardly 
treated — yield me the fair consideration due to me in the eyes 
of mankind, and permit me to consider you, what I had hoped 
you would have proved, the friend of 

Your obedient servant, 

H. Bathurst. 

P.S. — I have received a kind letter from the Duke of Sussex, 
in reply to an overture to him. He offers me his hand. Let 
me be assured that you, and the government before whom you 
may lay this letter, will alike bury every unpleasant feeling in 
oblivion, and yield me the fair consideration due to me, and 
you will find me not unworthy of that consideration. 
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The above letter was preceded by another relating to an 
important public matter, which does not bear upon the subject 
of this publication, and therefore is unnecessary to explain. 
The following is Lord Melbourne's reply : — 

Windsor Castle, October 27th, 1838. 
Sir, 

I have to acknowledge your letters of the 22nd and 
23rd instant. I thank you for your suggestion contained in 
the first. With respect to the second, I beg to assure you that 
no adverse impressions whatsoever have been made upon my 
mind, and that I entertain no feelings of anger or animosity 
towards you. 

I remain, Sir, 
Your faithful and obedient servant, 

Melbourne. 



The following letter, upon some information which I received 
from one or two quarters, was written to Lord Grey, who seems 
from the " Rev. Sir,*' instead of *' Dear Sir," to have been 
nettled. But which has the most reason to be offended — he at 
my letter, or I at his pointed neglect of me, without any reason 
of objection against me, as he distinctly admits? — I leave the 
world to judge. And, by the way, I have been informed, from 
authority which it is impossible to doubt, that my name was 
never mentioned to the late King by any of the Whig ministry. 



North Creak, Oct. 12th, 1838. 
My Lord, 

I have recently been informed, from more quarters 
than one, that the reason why you passed me by when my 
father recommeivded me to your notice, as minister, for an 
Irish see, was the representation of an enemy against me. Will 
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you be so kind and so just as to inform me who the enemy was, 

and what was his charge ? he has discovered who 

was his enemy — 

** Ev ^€ ^aei Kcu oKEtrtroy.** 

If the above statement be true, I can ask nothing till it be 
cleared up ; if it be untruej I venture to ask you whether you 
will interfere, before it be too late, to reconcile the government 
to me, who have treated me with such repeated indignity ? 

I am ready to meet my greatest enemy on terms consistent 
with truth and honor. I have done nothing but what was 
necessary to my own defence. If justice cannot be done me, 
I should feel it a duty which I owe to myself to sift the grounds 
of my proscription. 

I am, my Lord, 

Respectfully yours, 

H. Bathurst. 

P.S. — I have been stung to madness by the treatment which 
I have received from the Whig party; especially as I have held 
back the strongest evidences in my favor advising me what 
to do. 



LORD grey's answer. 



Howick, Oct. 16th, 1838. 
Rev. Sir, 

In answer to your letter which I received yesterday, 
I have only to say that I have never had reason to suspect any 
one of being your enemy, and that I never have heard of any 
charge having been made against you. 

I am, Rev. Sir, 

Your obedient servant. 

Grey. 



In reply, I persisted in my appeal respecting the cruel treat- 
ment which I had received. Lord Grey replied in a peevish 
and haughty tone, evidently displeased that I should trouble 
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him more with what he termed my complaint; to which I 
frankly made the rejoinder, that, when years ago his admirable 
mother wrote to me to beg I would get a second living for her 
son Edward, my friend the late Bishop of Hereford, I begged 
her to come and stay with us and press the suit in person, 
(which, however, she did not do) as my father was jealous of 
my interference ; that I had never, though unsuccessful, omit- 
ted to importune my father in behalf of his (Lord Grey's) 
brother when in need ; that my father pleaded he had not 
the opportunity of serving him, though I own he might have 
helped him, and would, I think, have helped him, had he 
written, as he ought, distinctly himself, but that it was not 
my fault; that I did all I could, and when I failed, I wrote to 
the late Lord Bathurst, urging him (though I had, from my 
father's and my own politics, no claim) to remember how Lord 
Grey had, during Mr. Canning's administration, stood aloof 
from party, and that his (Lord Grey's) brother, then most 
painfully circumstanced, was suffering great poverty, with a 
large family ; and I appealed to Lord Bathurst, who was then 
in power after Lord Goderich's administration was gone by, 
how proper it would be to submit to the noble mind of the 
Duke of Wellington these circumstances. I then added in 
my letter to Lord Grey, that he must remember, that, not 
long after this at all events, the Duke of Wellington pre- 
sented the Rev. Edward Grey to the great living of Bishops- 
gate ; though whether through Lord Bathurst's notice or not, 
I could not tell ; and I concluded with these words : — 

" You, Lord Grey, appear to persevere in being offended at 
my, what you term, complaints. You forget that you wrote in 
concert with Sir Robert Adair and another (whom I will not 
name) the Norfolk address in 1817, calling the then ministers 
of the Crown enemies to Throne and people, for passing the 
suspension of the Habeas Corpus act, though you passed, when 
minister, the Irish Coercion bill, and have harshly and coldly 
treated the son of the late Bishop of Norwich, whose merits, 
claims, and services you, from your own admission, cannot 
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deny. — ^How much nobler would it be in you to say — 'We (the I 
party) have treated you iinfcindly and unjustly, and ! will do 
all I can to procure you ample reparation !' 

"My Lord, 1 am not to be put down by pride and coldness; 
and you will find it ultimately more to your ci'edit to treat me 
otherwise. I do not wish to offend you, till I am driven to 
disregard your feelings by your disregard of mine." 



Other attempts, though in the same fearless yet most conci- 
liating style, besides those here given, have been made by me 
to obtain reparation from Lord Melbourne and his government; 
but in vain. Several times have I requested an interview with 
Lord Melbourne, and especially in January 1840. The reply 
was, " declining the interview, as likely to lead to no satisfac- 
tory result." And as 1 have since also in like manner received 
answers declining an interview, am i not justified, therefore, in 
saying that Lortl Melbourne has shown himself implacable! 
It is true, that once after such refusal in 1840, 1 sent a copy of 
a letter simitar to that which prefaces this publication, inti- 
mating the painful necessity I should be under of appealing 
thus again, as I had before, to the public, if he persevered in 
his injurious treatment of me; and instead of a conciliating 
answer, allowing for my feelings, he answered by his secretary, 
that I " might use my own discretion." After this, — especially 
as 1 wrote back to his secretary, that 1 thanked him for 
returning my copy inclosed, and that 1 did for the present 
consider I had in public vindicated myself sufticiently— aftef 
this, I say, am 1 to blame for either the original or the 
continued breach ? And it has been my wish as a churchman, 
and my interest as a man, to avoid such exposures and differ- 
ences as tliose which I am now compelled in my own defence 
to lay before the public. My language indeed is strong, 
but not too strong. 

When the wardenship of Manchester became vacant, I 
applied through a commou friend lo Lord Melbourne, that 
I might be appointed to that situation, with an understanding 
that my claims should be fully recognized afterwards. 



and ^H 
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all matter of diflference be buried in oblivion on all sides. 
To this application I, to my astonishment, (as the letter was 
not addressed to Lord Melbourne, though perhaps laid before 
him) received a laconic and saucy reply from some person 
(I could hardly read the name, and flung the note into the 
fire directly) who, I suppose, was a new secretary of Lord 
Melbourne, stating that he was desired by Lord M. to say 
that it was impossible to comply with my request; on which I 
wrote in return to Lord Melbourne to express my surprise 
at his conduct ; and, warmed with every feeling which could 
rouse a man, I in that letter used the following expressions. 
After complaining of the impertinence of the writer, I said : — 

'* My Lord ! you appear to me to look upon the ruin of 
institutions and individuals alike with indifference : you 
mistake obstinacy for firmness, and pride for greatness of 
mind," — (I should have said, you consider official importance 
of more value than manly justice to the injured); — and I 
continued, " and while you persecute me with an unforgiving 
spirit on account of my manly remonstrances, you sit in the 
same cabinet with the secret and cowardly moral assassin of 
the character of your friend Mr. Canning — the author of the 
* trecentijuravimits' pamphlet." 

Who this author was. Sir John Hobhouse will declare by 
giving a true answer to the charge which I have distinctly 
made against him in a former part of this publication, and 
which I again dare him to deny. The language to Lord 
Melbourne is strong ; but if Sir John Hobhouse be the 
author (as I know he was) of the pamphlet against Mr, 
Canning, is it too strong? 

I added afterwards, in the same letter to Lord Melbourne, 
"you have done all in your power to verify the prediction 
of the late Mr. Granville Sharp, that the alliance of my father 
with Whigs and Catholics would prove the ruin of his children 
and be thus marked by God's displeasure." 

Afterwards I applied, as I had done before, for a personal 
interview. The following is the answer : 
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Sir, 

I beg leave to acknowledge your letter, which I have 
received this morning. I do not perceive that any purpose 
could be answered by the interview which you propose. 

And I remain, Sir, 
Your faithful and obedient servant, 

Melbourne. 
South Street, Aug. 11th, 1840. 



After this, I applied to the late Duke of Norfolk and Lord 
Fingall to interfere. The former did not answer my letter; 
the latter said every thing civil and kind, except complying 
with ray request. The following were his father's words in 
the address from the Irish Catholics, which he presented to 
my father in 1812 : — 

*' Our gratitude, my Lord, is no sudden effusion, no evan- 
escent sentiment ; it is built on the solid foundation of high 
benefit conferred and invaluable service, and is heartfelt and 
inextinguishable." ! ! ! 

In spite of all this, I intimated that I was ready still not to 
leave the party which my father had upheld, on condition, 
without particular reference to myself, that the following 
should be understood to be then assumed as the grounds of 
public conduct on the part of the Whig government ; and a 
declaration of which might have saved the party, if made 
before the last election. The person, a distinguished liberal, 
through whom the communication was made, quite approved 
my views ; but I received no admission from the government. 

The following are the terms on which I proposed a Whig 
government should act, if meant to stand : — 

1. A revision, decided but temperate and gradual, of the 
corn laws. 
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2. A decided but temperate and gradual approximation to 
free trade ; charging trade with nothing but financial and fiscal 
duties necessary for revenue. 

3. A softening of the harsh clauses of the poor law, and 
framing a gradual substitute for a workhouse test. 

4. A revision of the rural police on constitutional grounds. 

5. Adjustment of church-rate and tithe assessment, and the 
Scotch church question also, if necessary. 

6. Adherence to the principles, though endeavours at libe- 
ralization, of ancient institutions of the country. 

7. Pardon of political offences. 

8. The extension of political privileges by education quali- 
fications. 

9. A sincere conciliatory attempt to re-combine the scattered 
elements of the liberal party, on honorable terms. 

This was the substance of my proposal — a proposal wholly 
neglected ; as if those in power were elevated or drunk with 
their own self-importance. 

And even after Lord Melbourne was out of office, I applied 
again for a friendly interview, which he again declined. Who 
then is to blame for what has passed, or for the painful ne- 
cessity of this exposure of insolence, neglect, and ingratitude 
first, and then of a proud, arrogant, vindictive, and unfor- 
giving spirit, shown by those who professed so much about 
conciliation and liberality ? 

Nor will this account be complete without adding an attempt 
which I made last year (1841) to avoid strong proceedings 
against certain dissenters in Norwich, who oppose church-rates. 
I therefore addressed the following letter to Lord John Russell. 

May, 1841. 
My Lord, 

Unrelentingly persecuted as I have been, by those who 
ought to have stood my unflinching friends, I find an additional 
persecution levelled against me by the dissenters of Norwich,. 
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who threaten to comhine, accordiog to their organ, ** The 
Norwich Mercury," to resist the orders which I have issued 
to two parishes, parties in which I have been obliged to cite in 
form, and serve with monitions respecting church repairs. 

If you will write to any one connected with the parties (say 
T. O. Springfield, Esq. and Peter Finch, Esq.) and submit 
your opinion that they might and ought, if only out of respect 
to my father's memory and the long support which I gave to 
my father in advocacy of liberal principles, and from which 
I still do not swerve, so far as consistent with duty and honor 
by my professional situation, — if you would only submit, I say, 
to those who oppose me, that they might and ought to comply 
with my wishes, — if only for the present, in trust that govern- 
ment will before very long produce some adjusting measure, 
which I have long wished for, though you treated my advice 
when ofiered so slightingly, — you would perhaps hinder a 
serious and painful contest between the son of the late Bishop 
of Norwich and those in Norwich, who above all ought not 
to be engaged in such a contest with him. 

Gratitude for services, alas ! with some is short, and resent- 
ment for a single act of indignation justly provoked is long. 

I intend to give this letter to the public, if you do not 
comply with my request, to show how earnest I am for con- 
ciliation ; if you comply with my request, I will give it or 
not, as you may decide. 

Your obedient servant, 

H. Bathurst. 

To this Lord John Russell made no reply — whether to his 
credit or no, let others judge. And here, my friendly readers, 
you have, in original correspondence, documents to show how 
justly in the " Life " which I have written of my father I 
lament, and what reason I have to curse, the hour when my 
father left generous and kind friends, to whom he owed every 
thing, and linked himself with those who have alike betrayed 
friends and principles, and ruined the cause of liberty, till, out 
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of the corruptions and dissolution of party, the fair forms of 
public honor and freedom shall rise under new auspices of other 
and better men starting into life, who shall redeem human 
nature and the credit of social institutions and public cha- 
racters, and point with shame and regret to the monument 
of the great ecclesiastical champion in the nineteenth century 
of civil and religious liberty, and render to his posterity, when 
the author of this publication is in the grave, that justice 
which has been so cruelly and so scandalously denied, and 
shall make amends for the insult, and injustice, and oppres- 
sions which, in the author's person, the Bishop's family has 
experienced. 



THE END. 



PIUNTED BY CHARLES MUSKBTT, OLD HAYMABKET, NORWICH. 



